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= Digests of Recent Sehieen 


UNSATISFIED CLAIM AND 
JUDGMENT FUND Pay- 
ments made to an injured, his 
doctor, or a hospital under an 
accident and health policy or 
Blue Cross plan are to be de- 
ducted from the $5000 maxi- 
mum payable to the injured 
claimant in a hit and run case 
under R.S. 39:6-84. 

—R.S. 39:6-70(m) does not limit 
the deductible payments to 
those received from persons 
contributing to the injury nor 
to those received directly for 
the injury but includes any 
indemnity or benefits received 
on account of the injury re- 
gardless of source or nature. 





HILL 





aa Digested from an opinion by 
mis- | proctor, J. rendered January 20, 
j 1958. Supreme Court. Dixon v. 
Gassert. For appellant — Charles 
‘yA. Cohen. (E. George Aaron 
atty). For respondent — Peter 


@ily 
ve Sr. (Orlando, Kissel- 





e4 


 plaintif? was ‘heed in a “hit 
and run” case and had judgment 
for $25,000. The trial court in its 
order directing payment from 
|. Pthe Unsatisfied Claim and Judg- 
8 ment Fund deducted from the 
» pep. § $5,000 maximum $910 of disabil- 
ergot: Bity payments paid to the in- 
jured plaintiff by John Hancock 
Mutual Life Ins. Co., $250 paid 
by the same company to plain- 
reser $tf’s doctor, and $1,048.45 paid 


G “* Iby the Blue Cross to the West 
tT Ejersey Hospital. Plaintiff ap- 
__— fpealed 


Held: R.S. 39:6-70(m) provides 








that a claimant from the Fund 

s shall on the hearing of his ap- 
Piication for payment from the 
megs show . the amounts, 

if any, received for indemnity 

Or other benefits for such injury 

Or pie or damage to property 
-|from any person other than the 


e operator or owner of the motor 
ic] causing such _ injury, 
or damage”. R.S. 39:6-84, 
relates to judgments 
the Director of Motor 
les in hit and run cases, 
ic. Mrovides for payment of a maxi- 
— Bum of $5,000 from the Fund 
H t that such maximum shall 
e reduced by any amount re- 
: sed | or recovered by the plain- 
= as specified in R.S. 39:6-70 








Appellant contends the words 
amounts, if any, received 
indemnity or other benefits 
such injury” refer to pay- 
AUS| ent received by way of settle- 


je-nt from a participant in the 
nage cident other than the hit and 
J 2 driver and that the words 
Sy person other than the 
— xtator or owner of the motor 


Facle causing injury” mean 


Wative actors in the injury. 
£ argues further that the 
ctt “indemnity or other 


refers to payments di- 
for such injury” and that 
not paid “for his injury’ 

ther under his insurance 
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NY But the language of R.S. 39:6- 
'm) Goes not admit of such a 
“icted interpretation. Had 
- €gislature intended to limit 
arduc tible payments to those 
e from _ contributing 
to the injuries it would 
“* used words so indicating. 
“tead he used words of broad 
-€. “indemnity and other 
ts Tortfeasors Bat 
10t pay “indemnity” 
” There is no eat ction 
he source from which or 
ature of the indemnity or 
S which are to be deduct- 
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“a 
* ls there any merit in the 
“iment the amounts were not 








’. While 
payments were made under 
insurance contracts, they were 
made on account of injuries sus- 
tained by plaintiff. The language 


received “for such injury’ 
the 


of the statute does not admit 
of any distinction between 
amounts received directly or in- 
directly “for such injury” in 
the absence of any words of 
imitation. 

Moreover, this is consistent 


with the statutory purpose, not of 


making the injured party whole, | 


but of avoiding hardship by 
granting relief up to $5,000, 
where the claimant has not re- 
ceived other compensation for 
his injuries. 

Affirmed. 


Youth Study Commission 
Urges Full Time 
Juvenile Judges 


Opposed to Reduction of Juvenile 
Age Limit Below 18 

The New Jersey Youth Study | 
Commission today urged the| 
Legislature to stand fast against 
pressures to lower the juvenile | 
age limit to 16. The Commission 
made the same recommendation | 





|}of month to 


Judge ‘Voan’ Rules 
On Requirements Of 
Notices To Quit 


Essex County District Court 


Judge Roger M. Yancey recently | 
n the legal Editor’s note: 

The following article was sub- 
a series of | mitted prior to Jan. 14, 1958, the 
| expiration date of the Law En- 
ts ; *e | forcement Council as continued 
ing the rent and ruled that the | by S. C. R. 3 of the 1957 Legis- 
reconstitution of 
being 
the Legislature. 
| The views expressed in the arti- 
| cle, are, of course, those of the 
author and do not necessarily 
reflect the views of the N. J. Law 
Journal, its editor or associate 


had occasion to pass o 
sufficiency of notices 
given to tenants in 
cases as a step toward increas- 
notices were legally insufficient 
in all cases. 

In one group, notice was given 
to month to month tenants on 
November 25, 1957 demanding 
that they quit the premises on 
December 31, 1957 or alterna- 
tively pay increased rental. The 


tenants tendered the lower 
rental for January 1958 and dis- 
possess proceedings were there- | 
upon instituted by the landlord. 


Judge 
complaints on the 
| notices to quit were 


Yancey dismissed the 
ground the 
insufficient 


as they were not to quit at one| 
}of the recurring periods of the| 


ruled notice 
month 
from the first of the month must 
be given to quit on the Ist of 
the month. 

In the second group 
to quit read: 

“Please take 
}monthly rental 


tenancy. He in cases 


the notice | 


that the 
apartment 


notice 
for 


in 1956 and 1957. ' | occupied by you as of January 
Instead of lowering the age,|1, 1958, will be the sum of $—— 

Mrs. Arthur W. Vervaet, tempo- | “You are hereby notified that 

rary chairman of the Commis-/| unless you agree to the payment 


sion, again urged the Legislators | 
to create full-time juvenile jud- 


ges for every county. In all but 
five counties the County Court 
Judge now acts in a dual capa- 
city 

The vast majority of more 
than two hundred witnesses who 
have testified before the Com-| 
mission have urged continuing 
18 as the juvenile age limit. 

The Commission found that 


opinion among the “profession- 


in youth work, juvenile court 


als” i 

judges, juvenile aid police of- 
ficers, probation officers, psy- 
chologists and social workers, 


was almost unanimous against 
lowering the age. 
The witnesses emphasized 


stror 
by 
ing 
trouble 
time 
One of the most frequent crit- 
icisms of the juvenile courts in 
New Jersey was that in the less 
populous areas, youngsters are 
denied the advantages of a full- 
time juvenile court judge with 
the wisdom and experience to be 


igly the fine job being done 
the juvenile courts in keep- 
youthful offenders out of 
with the law a second 


gained only by full-time appli- 
cation to the job. 
Rules Suggestions 
Solicited 
The Rules Committee of the 
New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion asks the various members 


of the Bar to submit to them any 
suggestions for new rules, rule 
changes, or the discontinuance 
of an existing rule, so that they 
may discuss these at their com- 
mittee meetings preparatory to 
the report prepared by the Com- 
mittee for submission at the 
State Bar Convention. 

In Passaic County the sugges- 
tions are to be forwarded to A. 
Leo Bohl, and Edward L. Watson, 
both of 152 Market Street, Pater- 
son, Members of the Rules Com- 
mittee of the State Bar Associa- | 
tion. Members of the Bar in other | 
counties may forward these sug- 
gestions either to these two men, 
or to David L. Horuvitz, Chair- 
man of the Rules Committee, 
103 West Broad Street, Bridge- 
ton. 


|of February during which 
| members of a statewide commit- 
|tee will call upon all 


of said rent on said date, your 


tenancy will be considered term- | 
‘undertaken by 


inated and possess will be 


demanded by the 


1i0n 


of said apartment” 


Judge Yancey dismissed 
proceedings based on_ these 
notices on the ground the notices 
were ineffective as there was no 
clear termination the ten- 
ancy nor a positive demand that 
the tenant vacate. 

The Judge also stated that he 


of 


felt all notices to quit served 
prior to January 1, 1958 with 
reference to premises under 
control were ineffective up to 
January 1, 1958 the State Rent 
Control Law was in effect and 
termination of a tenan ‘y had 
to be in accordance ith the 
statutes then in ¢ffect 

The decisions were rendered 


in the cases of Alan Holding v. 
Blum et al and Alexander 
Apartments v. Boehringer, et al. 
All of the tenants were repre- 
sented by Daniel Lubetkin 


Barnes To Head Rutgers 
Law Scholarship 
Fund Drive 


to quit | 


tenancies | 


undersigned | 


the | 


The New Jersey Law Enforcement Council 





| A REPORT ON THE LEC’s 


LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 
CHANGING ROLE 


AND 





| By Norman L. Zucker* 


| lature. The 


| the Council 
considered by 


is presently 


editors. 


& + a 


fact that this past 


ment Council. 
the Law Enforcement 


The recent profusion of head- 
lines being evoked by both state 
and national investigating units 
is an excellent reminder of the 
summer 
marked the fifth year of activity 
for the New Jersey Law Enforce- 
During this time 
Council 








State Bar To Seek Means 


Of Barring N.Y. and Pa. 
Income Taxes 


TRENTON 


steps for invalidating 
,| taxes imposed by New 
|State and the City of Philadel- 
| phia on New Jersey 
employed in those areas 
the state taxa- 
tion committee of the New Jer- 
sey State Bar Association. 
Benjamin M. Taub of Passaic, 
a former deputy attorney gen- 
eral and chairman of the taxa- 
tion committee, disclosed that 
he has been instructed by Milton 


|T. Lasher, president of the bar 
| association, 


to initiate such a 
study. 

Taub said he has already met 
with his committee to review the 
approach to be made and has 
named a sub-committee to do 
the research. The sub-committee 
comprises Walter E. Cooper of 
Cranford, James Rosen of Union 
City, a former deputy general, 
and Joseph Solimine, secretary 
of the Essex County Tax Board. 

The research unit will comb 
all state and federal court de- 
cisions on the subject and will 
review all decisions by the Unit- 
ed States Supreme Court in an 


leffort “to find a way of stopping 
| discriminatory state 


and muni- 
cipal income levies on non-resi- 
dents,” Taub said. 


The sub-committee will meet 


|with the full committee Jan- 





NEWARK, Jan. 30—William O. 
Barnes, Jr. has been named gen- 
eral chairman of the 1958 Rut-| 
gers Law School Alumni Associ- 
ation Scholarship Fund Cam- 
paign, H. Edward Toner associa- 
tion president, announced today. 


State University law alumni 
will seek funds to assist academ- 
ically qualified but needy law) 
Students. In 1957 law alumni | 
scholarships were granted to 31} 
students. 

A member of Rutgers Law | 


School class of 1948, Mr. Barnes | 
was admitted to the New Jersey | 
Bar in 1949, is a member of the 
Essex County, New Jersey and 
American Bar Associations and 
a former Essex County Assem- 
blyman. 
The law 
drive will continue unt 


fund 
the end 
time 


scholarship 
+47 
4, 1 





Rutgers | 


Law Alumni who have not al-| 
ready responded to contribute to| 


the fund. 


uary 21 to discuss its preliminary 
findings and the avenues of 
approach to be explored. The 
overall study is expected to take 
three months, with a final re- 


| port to be submitted at the state 


bar association’s annual conven- 
tion in May in Atlantic City. 


Artificial Insemination 
Held Not To Be Adultery 


NEW YORK (ACCN)—A Scot- 
tish judge has ruled that arti- 
ficial insemination does not con- 
stitute adultery. 

The decision by Lord Wheatley 
in Edinburgh was given in an 
uncontested action for divorce 
by George Maclennan of Glas- 
gow, against his wife, Mrs. Mar- 
garet Shortland Maclennan of 
Brooklyn. 

Lord Wheatley concluded that 
artificial insemination did not 
come within the definition of 
sexual intercourse as understood 


iby Scottish law, and therefore 
|could not be adultery. 





An exhaustive 
study to determine possible legal 
income 

York 


residents 
will be 


has played different roles and 
/has made a transition from an 
agency within the Attorney- 
General’s Department of Law 
and Public Safety to an in- 
dependent Legislative Commis- 
sion auditing some of the func- 
tions of the Attorney-General. 

1. Legislative History and Shift- 

ing Pattern of Accountability: 

The New Jersey administra- 
tive reform movement which 
culminated in the drafting and 
establishing of the New Jersey 
Constitution of 1947 contained 
the seeds of the 1948 Department 
of Law and Public Safety Act 
which effected a major admin- 
istrative reorganization of the 
office of the Attorney-General’. 
Under this Act the Attorney- 
General as head of one of the 
fourteen principal departments 
of state administration became 
responsible for all major law 
enforcement agencies within the 
State’. In May 1952 the New 
Jersey Law Enforcement Council 
was created and placed within 
the jurisdiction of the Depart- 
ment of Law and Public Safety’. 

As originally constituted the 
Law Enforcement Council (LEC) 
consisted of five members ap- 
pointed by the governor with 
the consent of the Senate. Al- 
though the tenure of the Council 
was statutorily established for 
one year, the members, nonethe- 
less, held their non-salaried 
office “at the pleasure of the 
governor.” Theoretically the LEC 
was a dependent administrative 
unit within the Division of Law 
of the Attorney-General’s De- 
partment of Law and Public 
Safety; in practice, however, 
accountability bypassed the At- 
torney-General and inured 
directly to the governor. 

Prior to the Council’s statu- 
tory demise, in June 1953 the 
Council’s life was extended for 
another two years and removed 
from within the executive con- 
trolled Department of Law and 
Public Safety’. A further attempt 
to restrict executive control of 
the Council was contained in the 
new legislation by precluding 
the executive from indulging in 
summary dismissal of Council 
members. The clause found in 
the original legislation, “at the 
pleasure of the governor,” was 
deleted. These two changes, al- 
beit indirect, represent the first 
attempt by the legislature to 
gain contro] of the Law Enforce- 
ment Council. Noticeable 
lative attempts to amet the pat- 
tern did not 
occur, however, unt i the legis- 
lative-executive controversy aris- 
ing out of the Council’s 1955 
extension-enabling legislation. 

In June of 1955 the life of the 
Law Enforcement Council was 
extended for another year and 
the Republican dominated Coun- 
cil membership was frozen into 
office’. The freezer provision 
(“the terms of the members of 
the Council now in office are 
hereby extended until July 1, 
1956”) in effect deprived the 
executive of his appointive pow- 
er although the members of the 
Council remained responsible to 
him. Democratic Governor Rob- 
ert B. Meyner through the offices 
of the Attorney-General chal- 
lenged in the New Jersey Courts 


legis- 





(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


REAL PROPERTY — In the ab- 
sence of agreement contra 
rents which accrue before title 
passes belong to the vendor 
and those accruing thereafter 
belong to the purchaser, with- 
out apportionment in either 
case. 

—A deposit as security for per- 
formance of a lease is a pledge 
between the immediate par- 
ties and a grantee is not 
chargeable with its return un- 
less he assumes liability or re- 
ceives a credit for it against 
the purchase price. 

—While a vendee is not entitled 
to a credit for a mete security 
deposit made under a lease, he 
is entitled to a credit if under 
the lease the security is to be 
applied to future rents. 

REAL PROPERTY — SET OFF — 
A vendee of real property can- 
not set off against the purchase 
price claims he has _ secured 


against the vendor; he must 
perform the agreement’ as 
drawn. 


REAL PROPERTY — SPECIFIC 
PERFORMANCE — A vendee 
does not lose his right to speci- 
fic performance by demanding 
credits at closing which he 
may later be adjudged not en- 
titled to if he acted in good 
faith in his demands and with 
dispatch in seeking specific 
performance. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Weintraub, C. J. rendered Jan. 
20, 1958. Supreme Court. Four G 
v. Ruta. For appellant — Daniel 
Parke Lieblich. For respondents 
—Ralph W. Chandless (Chand- 
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less, Weller & Kramer, attys). 

Defendant gave an option to 
plaintiff to purchase certain 
lands “subject to a present lease 
and option to purchase granted 
to Del-Ed a corporation.” The 
lease called for monthly rent of 
$150 payable in advance on the 


first day of each month and pro- | 


vided for $900 “as security for 
the performance of the terms 
and conditions herein contain- 
ed” and “It is further under- 
stood that said deposit shall ap- 
ply on the rent for the last six 
months of the term hereof”. The 


option was silent as to adjust- | 


ments. 

Plaintiff sought to exercise the 
option in time. Closing was fixed 
for Nov. 10. At the closing plain- 
tiff claimed credit for the No- 
vember rent saying it was ready 
to close in October and the par- 
ties agreed to the figure of $100. 
Plaintiff then also sought credit 
for the $900 deposit under the 
lease and for brokerage fees of 
$1,750 which had been assigned 
to plaintiff by the broker. De- 
fendant demurred and left the 
meeting. Plaintiff sued for spec- 
ific performance and tendered 
performance of the _ contract 
price. The trial court found the 
credits were not proper and that 
plaintiff was not entitled to 
specific performance. The Ap- 
pellate Division affirmed and 
certification was granted. 

Held: In the absence of agree- 
ment otherwise, rents which ac- 
crue before title passes belong to 
the vendor and those thereafter 
accruing belong to the purchaser 
without apportionment. Plaintiff 
can therefore not insist on a 
credit for the November rent, 
nor can it rely on the under- 
standing for $100 reached at the 
closing because that was tenta- 
tive for the purpose of a closing 
which failed. 

A deposit as security for per- 
formance of a lease constitutes 
a pledge between the immed- 
iate parties, and a grantee of the 
landlord is not chargeable with 
its return unless he expressly 
assumes liability or receives a 
credit for it against the pur- 
chase price. If the deposit here 
were merely as security plaintiff 
could not have a credit for it. 
But the lease provides the de- 
posit shall apply on the rent for 
the last six months. That provi- 
sion is binding on the purchaser. 

The question therefore is 


whether plaintiff contracted to/| 


permit defendant to retain a 
portion of future rents. Nothing 
in the option so suggests. The 
normal expectation is that fu- 
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| ture rents will follow the rever- 
{sion and if a vendor has dis- 
|able@ himself from delivering 
tite with the right to future 
|rents unimpaired, the vendee is 
lentitled to an adjustment at 
| closing. A vendor who seeks a de- 
|parture from this result must 


expressly contract for it. Plain- | 


| tiff is entitled to a $900 credit. 

There can be no set off of 
claims at a title closing in the 
labsence of an agreement for it. 
A contract purchaser must per- 
|form the agreement as drawn. 
| He may not buy up claims against 
|the vendor and offer substituted 
service. 

The issue here is whether, 
|when at a closing a disagree- 
ment as to meaning of the con- 
tract arises which cannot be re- 
|solved or compromised, a pur- 
|chaser must yield to the ven- 
dor’s view or risk the loss of the 
'property if a court should later 
'adjudge his position legally in- 
‘correct. Businessmen expect a 
‘rule of reasonableness, and that 
should be the rule of law. Ac- 
|cordingly, if plaintiff acted in 
|good faith and with expedition, 
|its right to specific performance 
should not be lost. Such were the 
facts here. Plaintiff’s demands 
|/were not unreasonable nor cap- 
ricious. Defendant on the other 
hand made no effort to discuss 
ithe security or brokerage credit 
but walked out. 

If, as defendant contends, 
|plaintiff took the position it 
; would not perform if it should 
be determined it is not entitled 
to the credits, relief would prop- 
erly be denied, but this is not 
factually so. Plaintiff at all times 
was willing to pay what was due 
under the contract, which would 
be the full price less such credits 
as it is legally entitled to. Plain- 
tiff is entitled to specific per- 
formance on 
agreed price less the $900 credit. 

Reversed and remanded 
EVIDENCE — CRIMINAL LAW 

—TRIAL — Where a State’s 

witness has made prior notes 
or statements relating to the 
subject matter of the direct 
testimony he has given, the 





defense is entitled to inspect | 


and use same on cross-exam- 


ination if they are or can be, 
made available, generally) 


without any preliminary show- 
ing of inconsistency, 
without any right in the State 
to introduce them in evidence. 
EVIDENCE PRIVILEGE 


made by defendant to doctors 
retained or obtained by appli- 
cation of his counsel are with- 
in the attorney-client privi- 
lege. 

TRIAL While practice of 
questioning prospective juror 
in presence of those already 
selected and of panel is ap- 
proved, trial court has discre- 
tion to declare mistrial if a 
situation prejudicial to de- 
fendant develops. 


—A doctor who is going to test- | 


ify in a case should not be 

called to treat a juror hearing 

the case. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Jacobs, J. rendered Jan. 20, 1958. 
Supreme Court. State v. Hunt. 
|For appellant — Joseph H. Ed- 


|gar. For respondent — William 
D. Danberry, Ass’t Pros. 
Defendant was convicted of 


|murder in the first degree and 
appeals asserting several errors 
which deprived him of a fair 
|and lawful trial including error 
in (1) denying him the right to 
j}inspect a Detective’s notes, (2) 
| permitting a physician to testify 
as to privileged statements (3) 
| denying a mistrial. 

| Held: (1) Defendant was appre- 
|hended in California and 
brought back by train by Detec- 


tives Spisso and Bates. On the | 
way back they talked with de- | 
fendant and Bates made fre- | 


| JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


oe testified as to information | 


;}quent notes thereof in a note- 
|book. At the trial Bates and 


given by defendant on the trip 
|back including a crucial admis- 
sion. Bates did not use the notes 


payment of the) 


and | 


Statements or admissions| 


81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 





| while on the stand but testified 
| he had read the notes the pre- 
— day and many times be- 
| fore that. Spisso testified he had 
| made no notes but had checked 
| Bates’ notes and looked at them 
|several days before the trial. 
|When defense counsel on cross 
|examination asked to see the 
notes, the Prosecutor objected 
| with the comment, “if he wants 
to see the notes we can offer 
them in evidence’. Defense 
counsel declined this offer and 
the notes were not made avail- 
able. This was error. 

This is not a situation of an 
application for examination of 
the notes before trial nor an at- 
tempt by the State to introduce 
the notes but an application for 
production of notes made by a 
State’s witness so that they may 
be used during his cross exam- 
ination for the purpose of test- 
ing his credibility and accuracy 
on his direct examination. While 
the courts generally agree that 
notes used on the stand to re- 
fresh recollection may be called 
for, the decisions are in conflict 
where they are not so used by 
the witness but were looked at 
by him earlier so he could test- 
ify from memory. This court un- 
equivocally rejected any distinc- 
tion between the two situations 
in State v. Mucci, 25 N. J. 423 
and again finds there is no basis 
for distinction in reason or 
principle. Justice and fairness 
dictate that the notes of a wit- 
ness bearing on his direct testi- 
mony be available to the de- 
fendant for use in cross exam- 
ination. This principle of broad 
disclosure was also the under- 
lying principle of the U. S. Su- 
preme Court decision in the 
Jenck’s case. Accordingly this 


|}court now approves as a princi- 


ple for the administration of 
justice that where a State’s wit- 
ness had made prior notes or 
statements relating to the sub- 
ject matter of the direct testi- 
mony he has given, the defense 
is entitled to inspect and use 
same on cross examination if 
they are or can be made avail- 
able, generally without any pre- 
liminary showing of inconsist- 
ency and without any resulting 
right in the State to introduce 
ithe notes or statements in evi- 
dence. 

(2) Defendant’s counsel ap- 
|plied for and obtained an order 
for a psychiatric examination of 
defendant. The examination was 


made by Drs. Spradley and 
|O’Connell. They found defend- 
ant sane and competent and 


were not called by the defense. 
However, they were called by the 
State and permitted to testify 
over objection to admissions 
made by defendant in the course 
of their examination. This was 
error. Under the recent holding 
in State v. Kociolek 23 N. J. 100 
the statements made by defend- 
ant to the doctors were privi- 
leged. Information or admissions 
given or made by a defendant to 
a doctor retained or obtained by 
application of defendant’s coun- 
sel are protected by the attor- 
ney-client privilege just as if 
they were made directly to coun- 
sel. 

(3) In the course of impanel- 
ling the jury a prospective jur- 
or, in the presence of three jur- 
ors already sworn and of the 
panel from which three others 
were subsequently sworn, made 
a prejudicial reply to a question 
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Appellate Division 
Assignments 


SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY 

ORDERED that Judge Vincen; 
S. Haneman and Judge Harol, 
A. Price are assigned tu the Ap. 
pellate Division of the Superio: 
Court effective February 10, 1958 

FURTHER ORDERED J th:: 
Judge Vincent S. Haneman an; 
Judge Harold A. Price are aly 
temporarily assigned to th 
Chancery Division of the Super. 
ior Court for the purpose of cor. 
cluding any matters there penc.- 
ing before them; 

FURTHER ORDERED ‘nh: 
effective February 10, 1958 th 
Appellate Division of the Supe-2 
rior Court shall be consti C 
as follows: 

PART A, Judge Sidney Gold 
mann, presiding; Judge Walt 
J. Freund; Judge Milton B. Con 
ford. 

PART B, Judge Harold A. Pric: 











3 


presiding; Judge Vincent S. Hz: V 
neman; Judge C. Thomas Sche: 
tino. 
s/ JOSEPH WEINTRAlL: 
‘oe 
Dated: January 20, 1958. 
asked by defense counsel. Th:| 
Court on its own motion excuse) yy, 
the prospective juror but d nie) 30 
a motion for mistrial. et 
The practice of questionir; ] 
prospective jurors in the pres & 
ence of those already sworn arn} ¢,, 
of the remaining panel has bes Ch. 
approved with the recognitic a 
that if a situation arises invol or 
ing prejudice to the defendar: ton 
the trial court will be in a pos ans 
tion to protect defendant by fo 
mistrial if necessary, or a! Kot 
monition, if sufficient. In the i is 
stant case, the trial court migh} “*° 
well have declared a mistrial J *P* 
During the trial a juror = 
to have a doctor examine a b _— 
on his arm. A Dr. O'Connell, wi “OFF 
later testified for the state. waf °°" 
called by an attendant to tre mae 
the juror. There were other do a 
tors available and Dr. O’Conne§ 742 
should not have been called qf 
treat the juror. — 
In the aggregate these error and 
deprived defendant of a fair ang SPC 
lawful trial. Reversed and ne jon 
trial ordered. Aan 
—f comp 
forun 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





PRACTICE — FORUM NON 
CONVENIENS — Where New 
Jersey is selected as the forum 
in good faith on many con- 
tacts with it, and where the 
sources of proof of some of the 
substantial issues are in or 
closer to New Jersey than to 
other available forum, a claim- 
ant’s choice should not be de- 
nied on a mere weighing of 
relative conveniences. 

—It is not enough for invoking 
the doctrine of forum non con- 
veniens that a defendant will 
be seriously inconvenienced; 
it must also appear that a 
transfer will not result in sig- 
nificant hardship to the plain- 
tiffs. 

—If justice dictates that plain- 
tiff’s choice of forum be up- 
held, such should be the re- 
sult notwithstanding its im- 
pact on the economy of the 
judicial system. 

VENUE — CONFLICTS — The 
principal that rights in realty 
should be adjudged at the situs 
does not bar relief in personam 
elsewhere, not affecting title, 
though the action arises out 
of a trust of realty. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Weintraub, C. J. rendered Jan 
30, 1958. Supreme Court. Starr 
et al v. Berry, et al. For plaintiffs 

Roger C. Ward (Pitney, Hardin 
& Ward, attys). For various de- 
fendants — Israel B. Greene, 
Charles Danzig, James M. Dunn 
ind James D. Carpenter. 

Plaintiffs, beneficiaries of a 
trust, sued the trustees and 
thers alleging breach of fiduc- 
iary duty and fraud, and seek- 
ing monitary damages. The trust 
was created in New Jersey and 
specified that it was to be gov- 
erned by New Jersey law but it 
overed timber lands in Cali- 
fornia. The alleged breaches 
oncern contracts and transfers 
made with reference to these 
timber lands. Most of the trust 
transactions occurred in New- 
ark. The trustees and the trust 
attorney are from New Jersey 
and the corporate defendant is a 
corporation of New Jersey. 

On motion of defendants the 
Chancery Division dismissed the 

omplaint under the doctrine of 
forum non conveniens. The 





judgment provided that if plain- 
tiffs should institute suit in Cal- 


ifornia within 90 days, defend- | 


ants shall accept service and 
appear generally there. Plain- 
tiffs appealed and sought a stay 
from the Appellate Division but 
their application was denied and 
they then instituted suit in Cal- 
ifornia. The Supreme _ Court 
certified on its own motion. 

Defendants move to dismiss 
the appeal on the ground plain- 
tiffs accepted the benefits of the 
judgment they attack by insti- 
tuting the California suit and 
calling for acceptance of ser- 
vice. Defendants further seek to 
support the judgment on the 
doctrine of forum non conven- 
ience and on the ground the 
suit involves lands in California 
and hence venue should be at 
the situs of the lands 


Held: There is no merit in the 
motion to dismiss the appeal. 
Plaintiffs did not accept the 
benefits of the judgment; rather 
they sought to avoid it and 
started the California suit only 
to preserve their claims should 
the judgment be affirmed after 
the 90 days. Plaintiffs were en- 
titled both to appeal and pro- 
visionally to institute the new 
Sult. 

It is clear from the facts that 
plaintiffs cannot be charged with 
bad faith in suing in New Jer- 
sey. The present tendency in 
applying the doctrine of forum 
non conveniens is to avoid a| 
rigid formula and to weigh sun- | 
dry factors, public and private, 
bearing on the justness of plain- 
tiffs’ choice of forum. But em- 
phasis continues upon the ele- 
ment of harassment and vexa- 
tion notwithstanding reference 
also to the element of trial con- 
venience. 

Where the forum is selected | 
in good faith upon the many con- | 
tacts it here involved, and where | 
as here the sources of proof on | 

| 


some of the substantial issues | 
are in or closer to New Jersey | 
than to the other available for- | 
um, a claimant’s choice should 
not be denied on a mere weigh- 
ing of relative convenience. It is | 
rot enough that a defendant | 
will be seriously inconvenienced; | 
it must also appear that a trans- | 
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| fer will not result in significant 
| hardship to plaintiffs. So tested, 
| defendants’ motion should have 
|been denied. The doctrine was 
originated to prevent harass- 
ment of a defendant; it should 
;}not now be used offensively to 
embarass or destroy a claimant’s 
opportunity to be heard. 

Nor is the argument that this 
state should be burdened 
with this litigation persuasive. 
If as between the litigants jus- 
tice dictates that plaintiffs choice 
of forum be upheld, such should 
be the result notwithstanding its 
impact on the economy of the 
judicial system 


not 


The basic principle that legal | 


and equitable rights in real es- 
tate shall be 
situs does not 


relief elsewhere when the court 


can enforce its judgment in 
personam. While the trust here 
does involve California lands, | 
neither the charge of violation 
of fiduciary duties nor of con- 
spiring to defraud affects the} 
lands or title thereto. Plaintiffs | 
do not seek to disturb title to 
the lands or to direct any course 
of action with ference to a 


going trust of such 
they recognize the 


lands. Rather 
transfers as 


an accomplished fact and seek 

money damages from the al- 
eged malefactors in personam. 
Reversed. 


MASTER AND SERVANT — In 
the absence of contract or stat- 
ute employment is at will and 
subject to termination with or 
without cause. 

LABOR — MASTER AND SERV- 
ANT — An employee cannot 
maintain an action for dam- 
ages in a court of law for an 
alleged wrongful discharge in 
violation of a union contract 
without first exhausting the 
applicable grievance proced- 
ures provided in the contract 
or justifying his failure to ex- 
haust such remedies. 

—Where an employee has been 
discharged allegedly in viola- 
tion of a union contract, his 
rights and remedies are limit- 
ed to those afforded under the 
contract. 

RAILROADS—State courts have 
jurisdiction to adjudicate suits 
for damages for unlawful dis- 
charge of railroad employees, 
the substantive law of the 
state in which the cause of 
action arose to apply and con- 
trol. 

DEFAMATION LIBEL 
SLANDER — A communication 
made bona fide on any subject 
in which the party communi- 
cating has an interest or duty 
is privileged if made to an- 
other having a corresponding 
interest or duty, though it 
contain criminatory matter. 

—The burden of proving exces- 
sive publication or malice 
which will destroy the quali- 
fied privilege is on the one as- 
serting actionable defamation. 

—Mere showing of extensive 
publication without proof con- 
necting defendant with such 
publication is not sufficient to 
destroy privilege. 

—An employer is entitled to rely 
on the truth of statements of 
his agents whose duty it was 
to investigate and to make the 
statements. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Proctor, J., rendered Jan. 20, 
1958. Supreme Court. Jorgensen 
v. Penn. R.R. For respondent 
—Stanley W. Greenfield. For ap- 
pellant — Stephen V. R. Strong 
(Strong & Strong, attys). 

Defendant appeals from a 
judgment awarding plaintiff, a 
former employee, damages for 
wrongful discharge, defamation 
and false imprisonment. 

Plaintiff was a dining car 
|stewart. Defendant had a con- 
}tract with the union of which 
| plaintiff was a member which 
| provided that no employee would 
| be suspended or dismissed with- 
out a fair and impartial trial, 
| provided for initial hearings and 
appeals before dieffrent employer 


adjudged at the} 
preclude specific | 


if the charges were not sustained, 
the employee will be reinstated 
and payment made for any loss 
of income during such suspen- 
sion or dismissal. 

Inspectors in the employ of 

defendant boarded a train on 
which plaintiff was working and, 
according to them, on inspecting 
plaintiff’s personal bag found 
therein a quantity of ham be- 
longing to defendant wrapped in 
}a company napkin. Plaintiff was 
|taken to the railroad police de- 
| partment where he was alleged- 
| ly detained for 2% hours, refused 
| permission to call his wife or to 
|speak to his union representa- 
| tive and ordered to sign a resig- 
nation. Plaintiff subsequently 
requested a hearing, which was 
granted and held with a final 
ruling that the charge had been 
sustained. In the course of the 
hearing, letters were written to 
plaintiff and the union agent, 
}and read into the record, stating 
that the hearing was to be held 
on the charge that, “on June 16, 
when your personal bag was in- 
spected ... it was found to con- 
|tain a quantity of ham (com- 
| pany property) wrapped in a 
| company napkin.” 
Plaintiff did not complete the 
|}administrative appeals available 
}to him but instead instituted 
| this suit. 

The trial court held that plain- 
| tiff could maintain his action 
| for damages for wrongful dis- 
| charge without exausting his ad- 
}Ministrative remedies, that the 
| publication of the charges was 
qualifiedly privileged and not 
unreasonable but that a jury 
question had been presented as 
to whether they were published 
with express malice, and that a 
jury question had been pre- 
sented on the charge of false im- 
prisonment. 

Held: The principal question 
is whether an employee may re- 
cover damages for an alleged 
wrongful discharge in a court of 
law in a case of this kind 

The U. S. Supreme Court has 





| 
| 
| 
| 





representatives and provided that | 


held that the Railway Labor Act 
does. not divest state courts of 
jurisdiction to adjudicate suits 
for damages for unlawful dis- 
charge and that the substantive 
law of the state in which the 
cause of action arose should de- 
termine the requirements of the 
cause of action and the inter- 
pretation of the collective bar- 
gaining agreement. That court 
accordingly held that where ap- 
plicable law permits recovery of 
damages without prior exaustion 
of administrative remedies, the 
employee may so recover, or 
vice versa. 

Under our law, in the absence 
of a contract or statute, the 
plaintiff's employment would 
have been at will and subject to 
termination without cause. Con- 
sequently plaintiff’s action for 
wrongful discharge must spring 
from the rights secured to him 
under the collective bargaining 
agreement. Thus the issue is 
whether a fair interpretation of 
the agreement would permit 
plaintiff to maintain this action 
for wrongful discharge. 

The agreement provides for in- 
itial hearing and successive ad- 
ministrative appeals. While there 
are no cases in this state that 
have expressly passed upon the 
question of whether an employee 
must first exhaust the remedies 
provided in a collective bargain- 
ing agreement before instituting 
suit for wrongful discharge, the 
doctrine of exhaustion of rem- 
edies is well established in our 
state, and has been applied in 
this type of case in other juris- 
dictions. The general rule is 
where the agreement provides 
grievance procedure the em- 
ployee must exhaust those pro- 
cedures before resorting to the 
courts, in the absence of facts 
which justify failure to pursue 
those remedies 

The doctrine of exhaustion of 
remedies is not an absolute rv!e 
and is subject to several excep- 
tions in New Jersey. But plain- 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 30, 1958 





THE TAXATION OF NON RESIDENT INCOME 


After many years of relative obscurity, public attention has at 
last been focused upon the equities of interstate income taxation; 
i. e., the taxing, by one state of income earned therein by non- 
residents. New Jersey residents, depending upon their place of 
employment, are presently paying income taxes to the city of 
Philadelphia, the state of Delaware, and the state of New York. 
However, the controversy is presently shaping around the New 
York state income tax as applied to New Jersey (and Connecticut) 
residents. The issue is of some magnitude: available figures for 
the calendar year 1954 show that some 141,434 New Jersey resi- 
dents paid $18,777,191 in non-resident income taxes to the state of 
New York, and it is estimated that New York’s “take” for 1957 
will be well over $20,000,000 from more than 150,060 New Jerseyites. 

Within recent weeks the New Jersey legislature has adopted 
a Concurrent Resolution (S. C. R. No. 40) introduced by Senator 
Jones (Bergen County) memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to adopt an amendment to the United States Constitution 
removing from the states the power to impose income taxes on 
non-residents. Inasmuch as thirty-one states have an income tax 
of some form, the likelihood of movement in that direction is 


perhaps remote. More recently, Governors Meyner, Ribicoff (Con- | 


necticut) and Harriman (New York) conferred on the subject and 
agreed to pursue a practical course; a tri-state committee, con- 
sisting of a representative from each state, has been formed to 


initiate a study of the problem and recommend a palatable solu- 
| 


tion. 


Of course, the emotional approach to the issue—particularly | 


welcome to the non-residents paying the tax— is to deny the 
right, moral and legal, of New York to tax the income of non- 
residents. Within existing precedents, however, New York’s legal 
position would appear impregnable. In the companion cases of 
Travis v. Yale & Towne Manufacturing Co., 252 U. S. 60, and Shaf- 
fer v. Carter, 252 U. S. 37, the United States Supreme Court upheld 
the power of one state to tax non-resident income which has its 


situs in the taxing state. In the Travis case, however, the Court | 


held the New York state taxing statute invalid as abridging the 


privileges and immunities clause of Article IV of the Constitution | 


because non-residents were denied exemptions allowed to resident 
taxpayers for dependents, etc. The seemingly clear implication of 
the decision was that no discrimination would be permitted in 
the tax treatment of residents and non-residents. 


The New York taxing statute was of course amended to elim- 
inate any discrimination in terms of exemptions granted. However, 
the well-known fact is that the New York statute still discrimin- 
ates against the non-resident taxpayer, i. e., a non-resident is 
required, under certain circumstances, to pay a greater tax than 
the New York resident on the same income. This results from the 
fact that a New York resident is permitted to itemize and deduct 
from his income amounts paid for real estate taxes, interest paid 
on debts, sales and gasoline taxes, charitable contributions, med- 
ical expenses, etc. The non-resident taxpayer, however, is denied 
the privilege of so itemizing his deductions and is limited to a 
single deduction of 10% of his gross income or $500, whichever is 
less. The purported justification for this disparity of treatment 
is that the non-resident is not required to report his non-New 
York income, while the New York resident must do so. This logic 
is hardly comforting, however, to the non-resident who earns all 
of his income in New York. 


The deduction-type of discrimination was challenged in the 
New York courts by a New Jersey resident who earned all of his 
income in New York and claimed the right to be treated as a 
New Yorker would with respect to deductions. The challenge was 
denied by the New York Appellate Division in Goodwin v. State 
Tax Commission, 286 N. Y. App. Div. 694; 146 N. Y. S. 2d 172, which 
held that a state could constitutionally distinguish between resi- 
dents and non-residents with respect to allowable deductions, 
even where the deductions are unrelated to income-producing 
activities. The decision was affirmed by the New York Court of 
Appeals without opinion, 1 N. Y. 2d 680; 150 N. Y. S. 2d 203, and 
the appeal to the United States Supreme Court was dismissed ‘for 
want of a substantial federal question.” 352 U. S. 805. 


For the present, therefore, it would seem that the legality of 
the New York tax, discriminatory though it is in actual practice, 
is presently shielded from challenge. There remains, however, 
the moral issue and it is encouraging to note signs of recognition 
from across the Hudson River that the existing taxing system does 
not provide fair play. For wholly apart from the discriminatory 
aspects of the New York tax as it now stands, the non-resident is | 
being forced to contribute a very substantial amount to the state 
of New York for the support of its schools and for social] and other | 
services from which he cannot benefit and which he is also paying 
for in the state of his residence. Clearly, to require the non-res- 
ident to pay the same tax as the resident New Yorker is discrimin- 
ation in itself; to require him to pay even more is piling Pelion | 
on Ossa. “Taxation without representation” has also been the | 
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| Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 
| Dear Sir: 

| You have just printed an arti- 
;cle by Isaac Gross entitled “The 
| Tempest of Integration” where- 
|in he opposes its adoption in 
| positive language. Now this ar- 
| ticle is a reprint of one written 
|by him and published in your 
| Journal just 20 years ago. I am 
|glad you published it again be- 
|cause most of the fears which 
ithe writer entertained and the 
| prophecies which he made have 
;/come to naught. I would like to 
review some of his arguments in 
the light of hind-sight which is 
|so much better and which is now 
| available because of the lapse of 
| 20 years. 

| He speaks of only 17 or 18 
|states which have adopted in- 
| tegration. 

| The number is now 25 inclu- 
| ding California with nearly 26,000 
|lawyers and a population close 
ito fifteen million. That more 
| than matches New Jersey. Here 
|in New Jersey we have large in- 
| dustrial cities. So has Michigan 
|which has integration. Part of 
'our state is rural. So is West 
| Virginia with integration. Are 
| we a state steeped in tradition? 
|So is Virginia with integration. 
| Have we a small bar compared 
| with others? So is Nevada with 
integration. 

The author urges us not to act 
jin haste. But he was talking in 
| 1938. Since then, Integration has 
| moved through the Pacific States 
ithe Great Plains, the South, the 
| Central States and is now on the 
Eastern Seaboard moving North, 
|so that the suggestion that we 
|do not act in haste is not per- 
| suasive after 20 years of waiting. 

The author calls an Integrated 
Bar a compulsory organization 
with the lawyers organized or 
'unionized and decries the at- 
tempt to unite them and drag 
them into the Integrated Bar. 
But all that Integration asks is 
that the lawyers belong to some- 
thing they have already joined 
of their own free will and that is 
their membership in the Bar. 
They are already in and the es- 
tablishment of Integration means 
only, as was stated by Harry R. 
Coulomb, a former President of 
the N.J. State Bar Association, 
that if the lawyers are to speak 
with real force and power to the 
| Executive, legislative and judi- 
cial departments of our State 
government with some degree of 
influence we must have an or- 
ganization composed of all of 
the members of the Bar. 

Mr. Gross says that if there 
should be a compelling necessity 
for a get together of all the 
lawyers of the State there might 
be some merit in considering a 
representative up, but that 
the premise is baseless. Now is 
it? Integration contemplates the 
continuance of all voluntary Bar 
Associations and the good they 
can do, each within the limits of 
its power, means and ability. 

Bar Integration recognizes the 
status of the lawyers as an essen- 

tial part of the judicial machine 
—a true arm of the Court—an 
official organization, Govern- 
ment of the Bar by the Bar, an 
organized arm of the judicial 
branch of the government, so 
that the bar may enjoy a rela- 


| 


0 $ 
set 


tionship with the judicial branch 
and an influence for the bar re- 
sulting in the promotion of good 
relations and better understand- 
ing between bench and bar— 
long sought for in N.J. and seem- 
ingly well thought of now by the 
bench. 


These are some of the things 
the lawyers in New Jersey have 
not fully enjoyed. Under Integra- 
tion they will be established. 


Mr. Gross says that he fears 
the workings of an Integrated 
Bar in disciplinary matters re- 
lating to lawyers and is scared 
of the proceedings. But his ar- 
ticle was written 20 years ago 
and of course it is not quite up- 
to-date. If it were, his fears would 
probably be allayed if he knew 
that the proposed plan in this 
respect is as follows: 

Each County will have an Eth- 
ics and Grievance Committee of 
3 or more members appointed by 
the president of State Bar, with 
the advice and approval of the 
Chief Justice and one other 
Judge. Complaint would be con- 
sidered by the committee in the 
county in which the lawyer has 
his principal office. The Commit- 
tee would investigate informally 
and if satisfied the complaint 
was without merit would dismiss 
it. Otherwise, it must be verified, 
served, answered and considered 
at a formal hearing on notice. 
The findings of facts, the evi- 
dence and the recommendation 
of the committee would go to 
the court for final action. 

Now this is a distinct improve- 
ment over the present system 
wherein the Committee makes 
no finding or recommendation 
as regards the lawyer. Certainly 
it is a more democratic way of 
handling such cases. It gives the 
bar more power to deal with the 
bar. Mr. Gross concludes his 
lengthy condemnation by stat- 
ing that “after a careful analy- 
sis of all the arguments ad- 
vanced, there does not appear to 
be any good to be served by the 
adoption of the new proposal and 
the creation of this ‘coercive’ in- 
stitution in New Jersey.” Now I 
have great respect for Mr. Gross 
and recognize him as a good 
lawyer. His view expressed in 
1938 was akin to that of many 
lawyers who then opposed integ- 
ration. One of the foremost mem- 
bers of the bar was then bitterly 
against it and argued against it 
in the Supreme Court. But near- 
ly 19 years later he was the very 
one who proposed the resolution 
before the New Jersey State Bar 
Association creating our commit- 
tee on Integration. I quote from 
a letter which he wrote to our 
Committee a few months ago: 

“I thought you Knew of the 
change of position that I took 
in regard to integration of the 
bar, and in connection with 
which I spoke before many bar 
associations throughout the State 
and also wrote a series of artic- 
les. I did so after careful con- 
sideration of the situation in 
New Jersey and the extent to 
which the court went in regula- 
ting and controlling the lawyers 
of this State. I felt, and feel 
even more strongly, that we need 
a solidly organized bar to main- 
tain our dignity and indepen- 
dence under our Judicial system. 











lament of many New Jerseyans who are subjected to the New York 


income tax. 


To hope that New York can be persuaded to eliminate both 
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Bound Volume Ready 


A limited number of the 
permanently bound volumes 
of the 1957 Law Journals are 
now available. 

The volumes are attractive- 
ly and well bound in tan buck- 
ram and contain all of the 
1957 issues of the New Jersey 
Law Journal together with 
the index thereto. 

Cost of the volumes is $7.43 
each, which includes postage 
and handling. Orders should 
be sent promptly to New Jer- 
sey Law Journal Publishing 
Co., 24 Edison Pl., Newark 2. 
N.-J: 


I tried for many years and you 
tried when we were chairmen 
of the Special Committee on 
Membership, to have the lawyers 
of this State voluntarily join the 

tate Bar Association, but we 
did not achieve it. 

“From the experience of inte- 
grated bars in other States, and 
with a realization that the fears 
which we once had about an in- 
tegrated bar were unfounded, I 
do not feel that there is any 
concern about suppressing our 
‘rugged individualism,’ indepen- 
dence and untrammeled right to 
practice law. Much has happened 
in New Jersey since 1948 which 
has lowered the dignity and 
standing of a lawyer. I have 
tried to recapture the indepen- 
dence and the respect which we 
at least had for ourselves, and I 
propose to continue my efforts 
along this line, and I feel that 
the answer is ‘the Integration 
of the bar.” argumentum 
hominem’! 


I feel that if the author of the | 
article in question were to write | 


another one today he, too, migh: 
feel different. 

One thing cannot be disputed 
with respect to Integration. The 
principle which is behind inte- 
gration is that the performance 
of the functions of the bar shal. 
be by every lawyer who shal! 
have a voice in the government 
thereof. It rests upon the propo- 
sition that you can trust the 
majority of the bar and upor 
the democratic principle of sel! 
government. 

In his life time, Chief Justice 
Hughes, an adherent of Integra- 
tion said “Of late, there have 
been important, influential voices 
raised in opposition to the plan 
I think the objections which 
have been urged spring 
two fears: First, the fear 
the plan will not work, and set- 
ond, the fear that the plan W. 
work. I think that 
both fears are entertained 5 






TQ. 
ths 
La 


the same person.” 
So let us get down to funda 


Y- 


mentals as was said in our c 
mittee report. A lawyer is a mem. 
ber of the bar, and a member ¢ 
the bar is a lawyer. The t¥ 
terms are synonymous, and 2 
used interchangeably. It is on 
that already existing and we. 





ration is concerned, and < 
tegration does is give that pre 
ently unorganized group the cor 
Stitution, by-laws, officers am° 
committees without which 22) 
group of people is helpless : 





ad | 


. 
7 




















express itself or take action © € exte 
any kind except in such elemée BF asongq| 
tary ways as by applause 2fendere; 
booing when its members 2B ?tasonat 
all assembled in one place. It 4B% raiseg 
comes an official arm of ‘the cite 


court. 

Integration is coming in * 
Jersey, sooner or later, and 
sooner the better for all the :3* 








| the Governors’ committee. 


forms of discrimination is probably chimerical. However, some 
practical solutions to end the more obvious inequity may be pro- 
ferred. Thus, New York could permit non-residents to itemize and 
deduct non-income producing expenses in full; failing that, non- 
residents could be permitted to deduct such expenses in the same 
proportion as their New York income bears to their total income. 
Finally, and at the very least, non-residents should be given the 
option of reporting their entire income and taking their deduc- 
tions in full on the same basis as the New York resident. These 
solutions and many more will, we assume, be carefully studied by 
In the meanwhile, we applaud the 
efforts of all those who have labored to pursue and expose the 
issues to the light of public opinion. 


yers. 
MILTON M. UNGEF 
Chairman of the Co 
mittee on Integral 
N.J. State Bar Asso- 
tion 
P.S. Any lawyer may Volt - 
mail for or against Integré-§ 
by writing the N. J. State » | 
Association, 228 State St., T™™ 


ton, New Jersey. 
* Boldfa 


JAMES 
— 


2nced words are my co! 
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U.S. District Court Decision 


ATTORNEYS FEES — BANK- 
RUPTCY 

Bankrupt executed a condi- 
itioning creditor which provid- 
ed that the bankrupt would pay 
n attorney’s fee of 15% of the 
amount due thereunder if the 
contract was forwarded to an 
attorney for collection. The 
parties agreed to the sale of the 
automobiles in the bankruptcy, 
rights to attach to the proceeds 
The trustee did not dispute the 
ereditor’s claim except for the 
attorney’s fee. At the sale more 
2n enough to satisfy the un- 
disputed debt as well as the dis- 
puted attorneys fee of $3: 











$826.53 
was raised. The Referee in bank- 
ruptcy dissallowed the claim for 
attorney’s fees and the creditor 
filed a petition for review. 
Held: The construction of the 
ntract for attorney’s fees pre- 
sents a question of local law but 
whether the liability, if ) 
imposed, is enforceable against 
proceeds of the sale raises a 
Federal question peculiar to the 
of bankruptcy. 
In Bank of Commerce v 
k the New Jersey Supreme 
‘ourt held an agreement for at- 
torney’s fees in the event of 
foreclosure of a real estate mort- 
rage was invalid and made a 


any, S 


Mar- 





tract as to counsel fees and that 


Legislature could not au- 
Reeves, however, the Appel- 
late Division limited the holding 
1 the Markakos case and held 
the ruling in the Markakos case 
should not be extended beyond 
the boundaries of that case The 
eves case, aS here, involved a 
onditional sale agreement. The 
agreement there provided for “a 
reasonable attorney’s fee’. After 
lluding to N. J. S. 17:16B-6 
wl sanctions a counsel fee 
the court in the Reeves case af- 
a judgment which in 
n attorneys fee repre- 
15% of the deficiency 
at the resale. The Appellate 
Division upheld the right of the 
irt to pass on the reasonable- 
f an attorney’s fee. 
n the absence of contrariety 
ecision by a lower appellate 
urt in a state will be taken a 
tating the law of that 
ice the only contrariety 
‘reated by an earlier dictum 








cn 





luded a 


ng 





state 


nere 






.y finds inapplicable, and sin 
the facts here are substantially 






se involved in the later not 

earlier decision, this court 
onsiders the New Jersey law 
Pplicable to the case here is 


hat the Reeves case 

Furthermore, the statute here 
voked is one under the state’s 
al police power and not one 
merely to regulate “practice 
and procedure”. Hence the Win- 
erry case does not apply. 
statute does not fix 
of attorney’s fees, 
fixes a maximum. The 
hed rule, and the rule 
Jersey, is that a stipula- 
hxing attorney’s fees con- 
f the amount stipulated is 
ble, but that such agree- 
vill be enforced only to 
‘l€ extent that it provides for a 


sonable fee for services 


stated in 





The 
4: 


the 
tne 


but 


























bers will be paid by the Munici- | 4M : 
pal court of Philadelphia. tiff’s liberty. Assuming the ex- 
' Hearings before the boards will istence of probable cause for | 
be somewhat more informal than the initial detention, the jury 
hose in the courts. Generally was justified in finding defend- 
hev will be held in the office of |ant’s agent’s actions thereafter 
he chairman during regular exceeded those necessary for 
hours. although Ales- the investigation undertaken. 


Digests of Recent 
Opinions 
law of New Jersey is that the 
court will pass on the propriety | 
of attorney’s fees even when the 
parties have entered into agree- 
ment thereon, if the reasonable- 
ness is questioned. Therefore, 
though the agreement is valid 
under state law, when a Federal 
court is asked to apply it in a 
Federal case, the Federal court 
must give effect to the implied 
term of the agreement and fix 


(Continued from page 3) 


tiff does not assert any facts 
| which would warrant departure 
|from the general rule under the 
exceptions noted. Plaintiff was 
required to exhaust his contract- 
ual remedies before resorting to 
the court. 





Furthermore, even if the doc- 
trine of exaustion of remedies 


the fee where the reasonable-! were not applicable, a reason- | 
ness of the agreement is at-/ able interpretation of the con- 
tacked, as here. — tract would-timit the plaintiff to 

The creditor here instituted| those rights specified therein. 


reclamation proceedings as re- 
quired by Bankruptcy Rule 10. 
The only question is as to the 
value of the services of the at- 
torney in such proceedings. This 
is appropriately a question for the 
Bankruptcy Court and the mat- 
ter is therefore remanded to 
the Bankruptcy Court for pro- 
ceedings accordingly. 

Opinion filed Jan. 20, 1958 by 
Hartshorne, D. J. in Matter of 
Pack-It, Inc. Bankruptcy No. 
350-57. 


Without the agreement plaintiff 
would have no recourse in the 
event of discharge with or with- 
out cause. Since his right is cre- 
ated solely by the contract, that 
right is circumscribed by the 
procedures specified therein to 
effectuate it His rights and 
remedies are limited to those af- 
forded under the contract and 
the Railway Labor Act, which 
embodies the grievance proced- 
ure. The judgment on the count 
for wrongful discharge is re- 
versed. 

There is no doubt that the 
import of the ch es was that 
plaintiff was stealing 
property. This is libelous per se. 


h 





Us e Compulso ry 


Arbitration To Cut 
Backlog 


Ire 


ldl& 


? : , It is established law in this 

P ry ; . : 
es lag Register state that a communication 
made bona fide, on any subject 





PHILADELPHIA (A CCN) — 
More than 1,000 lawyers here 
have already registered to serve 
on the city’s compulsory arbitra- 
tion boards, which are due to be- 
gin operating Feb. 1, according 
to Atty. Walter E. Allesandroni, 
‘hancellor of the Philadelphia 
Bar Assn. 

Formation of the boards of 
arbitration was recently author- 
ized by the state legislature to 
help cut into the backlog of 


municating has an interest, or 
in reference to 
duty, is privileged 
person having 
interest or duty, although it con- 
tain criminatory matter. The de- 


if 


il 


'charges to plaintiff 
representative and at the hear- | 
ing. And there was no evidence | 
of excessive publication or ex- | 
press malice sufficient to destroy 






Municipal court cases here. Un-/the privilege. The burden of 
der the legislation, compulsory proving excessive publication is 
arbitration will be mandatory in| on plaintiff. The ‘ord reveals 
cases before the courts where|no instance of publication to 
tn amount in controversy is anyone other than those reason- 
$2,000 or less. ably expected tu be so informed | 
Alessandroni said that letters in pursuit of the grievance pro- 
re sent out Dec, 30 urging cedures. All that was shown was 
lelphia’s lawyers to register| that there was extensive dis- 

vice on the three-man/cussion or publication of the 

s as early as possible in charges but there was no proof 


r to expedite the start of the connecting defendant with such 








lew system. publication and is not 
The boards, each consisting of ©nough to destroy the privilege. 
chairman and two members, Nor was there evidence of bad 
be under the supervision of faith or express mali Defend- 
sommittee of Municipal court ant relied on tt statements 
udg and a committee of law- made by its agents whose duty 
yers appointed by the Philadel- | it was to make the inspections of 
Bar Assn. the type here involved. It is not 

The boards will operate under Unreasonable for an employer 
rules of the court requiring defi- to rely on the reports of agents 
nite hearing dates and prompt hired for the duties involved in 


nt on the 
therefore 


the report. The j 
defamation count 


7 cCINN 
4510115 





Each board will hear three; 7° 
-ases and board members will be 2/50 reversed. = 
issigned in alphabetical rota-, There was, however, sufficient} 
the court from the list | evidence to submit the jury) 
vvers enrolled. Board mem- the question whether there was 


unlawful restraint of plain- 


Siness 





count is 
other 


The judgment on 
affirmed and nthe 
counts reversed. 


ironi expressed the hope that 
g and Saturday meetings 
be considered for the con- 


in 


rould 




























rndered, the court determining venience of the litigants. Weintraub, C. J. concurring 
‘easonableness, where the issue State legislation authorizing | holds the doctrine of exhaustion 
4S Taised. Thus whether or not the boards was sponsored by the of administrative reme 
the cited statute applies, the Philadelphia Bar Assn. not apply, that under the con- 
—.._ ——— > ee ES —— |tract the employee's sole right 
— ce, ~ \f' and sole remedy is to have 
~ a Specialists prescribed trial and re s 
the 13° LAW PRINTERS APPENDICES AND ment with back pay if s 
charge was improper at Ss 
NGEF BRIEFS ON APPEAL was the only curtailment on the 
CO a employer’s right to discharge, 
ARTHL R W i CROSS. INC. and that plaintiff seeks to sue 
; ey aie for breach of promise not to dis- 
New Jersey Division of miss except for cause whereas | 
PANDICK PRESS. INC. there is no such unqualified 
a ‘ ye sno RK 5. NJ promise in the agreement 
CTS CLINTON ‘STREET. NEWA ae Heher, J., dissenting in part, | 
TeLepHoxe MARKET 3-4994 would also reverse the judgment 
JAMES E. FLETCHER. Manager on the count for false imprison- 
....... ——— : — —— 














company | 


| AmBar House to Consider 
| Special Hearing On 
| Canon 35 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—A special 
hearing for representatives of 
the press, radio and television 
on the issue of courtroom pho- 
tography and broadcasting will 
| be recommended to the Ameri- 
|can Bar Assn” house of delegates 
| when the house meets Feb. 24-25 
{in Atlanta, Ga. 

Sylvester C. Smith Jr., of New- 
| ark, N.J., chairman of the house 





;rules and calendar committee, 
| announced today his committee 
would urge the ABA house to 
|hear oral arguments by media 
| spokesmen before taking any ac- 
| tion with respect to a proposed 
revision of Judicial Canon 35. 

This canon prohibits court- 
|room news photography as well 
as radio or television broadcasts. 
Leading media groups have 
sought to have the canon re- 
| laxed. In a recent report, a spe- 
|cial study committee of the 
| American Bar foundation recom- 
| mended revising the language of 
| the canon, but retention of the 
photo-broadcasting ban. The 


|foundation study was made at 


the request of the ABA board 
| of governors. 
| Under the proposal to be made 


| by the rules and calendar com- 
|mittee, the house of delegates 


|mittee of the whole and allow 
which he has a | equal time for arguments to pro- 
made to a} 


a corresponding | 


ponents and opponents of the 
proposed new Canon 35. 
Chairman Smith said the spe- 


| cial hearing before the house was 
fendant was therefore entitled | being proposed “in order that all 
to the privilege in publishing the members may have the opportu- 
his union | 


nity to consider all aspects of 
this important subject before a 
final action is taken.” 

“The question of photograph- 
ing trials is one that affects the 
pubic interest because of its re- 
lation to the administration of 
justice, Smith said. “Our com- 
mittee feels that in fairness and 
in the interest of reaching an 
informed judgment of the house 
all sides of the issue should be 
presented fully.” 

He added that Charles S. 
Rhyne of Washington, D.C., ABA 
president, and James L. Shep- 
herd Jr., of Houston, Tex., chair- 
man of the house of delegates, 
both had approved the proposed 
special hearing procedure as ex- 
officio members of the rules and 
calendar committee. The com- 
mittee of the whole procedure 
would be without precedent in 
the 21-year history of the house 
f delegates. 


or 


Perth Amboy Bar 
Officers Elected 


At a regular meeting of the 
Perth Amboy Bar Association neld 
on January 22nd, the following 
officers were elected for the ensu- 
ing year: 

Pres.—Samuel Kaplan 

V. Pres.—C. Christian Stockel 

Sec.—Norman A. Cohen 

Treas.—David Pavlovsky 

Trustees—Hon. Isidor Dubrow, 
Samuel Sladkus, David J. Mon- 
yek, Robert N. Wilentz and Oliver 
R. Kovacs. 











PAID ADVERTISEMENT 


NACCA Workshop | 
On Negligence 





The New Jersey Chapter of 
NACCA will hold a “Bread and 
Butter” Workshop on new ideas 
and techniques for the recogni- 
tion and proof of negligence and 
causation at the Hotel Essex 
House, Newark on Saturday, 
February 1, 1958 from 10 A.M. to 
5 P.M. The program includes a 
morning and afternoon session 
and luncheon. 

The morning session topic will 
be “Motor Crash Analysis—Phy- 
sical Evaluations”. It will be con- 
ducted by Professor Jonathan 
Karas and Andrew J. White, 
Directors of the Motor Vehicle 
Research Scientific Evaluation 
Group of New Hampshire, and 
will include a question and an- 
swer period. 

The speaker at the luncheon 
will be former Superior Court 
Judge Richard J. Hughes who 
will speak on “Propriety of Re- 
marks of Trial Counsel in Open- 
ing 1nd Summation”. 

The subject of the afternoon 
session will be “Accident and 
Material Failure Evaluation” 
and will deal with the prepara- 
tion and presentation of claims 
involving material failure. This 
session will be conducted by 
Isaac Stewart, P.F., a consulting 
engineer and will also include a 
question and answer pericd. 

Reservations for the Workshop 
are $7.50 each, which includes 
luncheon, and should be sent 
promptly to NACCA for New Jer- 
sey, Suite 316, 1060 Broad St., 
Newark 2. 


LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


24 Hour Telephone Answering 
Service 
SEYMOUR RING 
{07 Schuyler Avenue 
Newark 12, N. J. 
WaAverly 6-5324 








Now Is 


New Jersey 


* 
tions. 


a glance. 


224 Market Street 
MArket 











The Time To Subscribe! ... 


1958 Current Service 


The only service that brings you the 
complete Statutes of New Jersey in ad- 
vance sheet form — when the Legisla- 
tive Bill hecomes Law. 


Complete Law with Official Alloca- 
Bold face type to show changes at 


Statement of Legislator giving the 
purpose of the law. 


Convenient Binder. 


GANN LAW BOOKS 


Legislation 


Newark, N. J. 
1-5533 
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North Hudson Lawyers 
See "Medical Witness" 
Film 


The North Hudson Lawyers Club 
yesterday had a showing of the 
long awaited picture, ‘Medical 
Witness”, which had to be reserv- 
ed almost a year in advance by 
the association’s committee. The 
showing of the film was a special 
feature of the meeting held at 
noon at the Italian Community 
Center in Union City at which of- 
ficers for the ensuing year were 
elected. Those elected were: 

Morris Freiman, Pres 

Urban C. Powers, 1st V.P. 

D. James Orlando, 2nd V.P. 

Samuel W. Zerman, Treas. 

Leo I. McGough, Sec. 

Morris Pajonk and Frank A. Cas- 

tellano, 3 year trustees 

Nathan A. Braitman and Lester 

Miller, 2 year trustees 

Joseph V. Cullum and William 

V. Roveto, 1 year trustees. 


A.B.A. Files Brief in Bank 
Unauthorized Law 
Practice Case 











- The American Bar 
Association has filed a_ brief 
“amicus curiae” with the Su- 
preme Court of Errors of Con- 
necticut in an effort to halt the 
practice of some Hartford banks 
of employing staff attorneys in- 
stead of independent counsel in 
the administration of estates and 
trusts. 

The ABA brief asserts that the 
public might suffer, under the 
present system employed by two 
Hartford banks, because § staff 
lawyers would have divided alle- 
giance, first to the bank and 
secondarily to the estate. 

The cases to be heard by the 
Supreme Court involve appeals 
from the judgments of Judge 
Richard H. Phillips of the Super- 
ior Court of Hartford County 
denying the application of the 
Connecticut State Bar Associa- 
tion for injunctions against the 
Connecticut Bank and Trust Co. 
and the Hartford National Bank 
because they were allegedly prac- 
ticing law illegally. 

In its brief as friend of the 
court, the American Bar Associa- 
tion states that: 1) Corporations 
traditionally have been denied 
by state courts the right to prac- 
tice law; 2) Both state statutes 
and Federal Banking regulations 
forbid unauthorized practice of 
law; 3) Since lawyers generally 
are forbidden to advertise their 
services, it would be improper 
for banks to advertise and render 
what amounts to legal services. 

The ABA brief also points out 
that most other banks through- 
out the nation do not engage in 
unauthorized practice of the 
type complained of in the Hart- 
ford case. It further declares 
that the “National Statement of 
Principles” entered into and ap- 
proved in 1941 between The 
American Bankers Association, 
Trust Division, and the American 
Bar Association, recognizes the 
impropriety of the services per- 
formed by the Hartford banks. 

Connecticut State Bar Associa- 
tion briefs prepared by Wesley 
A. Sturges, former Dean of the 
Yale Law School and Prof. Flem- 
ing James of the Yale Law 
School, had been filed previously. 


Chicage - 


1 


= .At the Morris County Bar Association Testimonial Dinner to 
t Judges Thomas J. Stanton, Nicholas Tomasulo 
and William A. Hegarty 
Thursday, January 23, 1958 


Federal Bar To Honor 
Referee Weelans On 
Retirement 


Spring Brook Country Club, Morristown 


The Federal Bar Association 
of New York, New Jersey and 
Connecticut will honor Referee 
in Bankruptcy Charles H. Wee- 
lans on his retirement after 27 
years on the Bench. 

The ceremony will take place 
in Court Room No. 6, Federal 
Building, Newark, this morning 
at 10:00 A. M, which will be the 
last day that Referee Weelans 
will sit at Newark. 

The committee in charge in- 
cludes, Allan L. Tumarkin, Chair- 
man; Raymond F. Brady, Joseph 
J. Clarick, Paul R. Kleinberg, 
Isadore B. Miller and Samuel S. 
Starr. 































































Perpetual Care Plan For 


Memorial At 
Runnymede 


An arrangement has been con- 
cluded between the American Bar 
Association and the trustees of 
the Magna Carta Trust in Eng- 
land for the perpetual care of 
the ABA memorial to Magna Car- 
ta dedicated at Runnymede last 
July 28. 

Under this arrangement the 
site of the memorial is to be 
modestly landscaped and a foot- 
path built to allow visitors to 
reach the memorial from the 
highway that borders the fam- 
ous meadow near London. In 
addition a trust fund is being 
established, the income from 
which is calculated to be suffi- 
cient for the permanent main- 
tenance of the memorial itself 
and the immediate area on which 
it stands. 

Both of these steps are being 
financed out of the donations 
which members of the Associa- 
tion made last year to build the 
Magna Carta memorial, the ded- 
ication of which was one of the 
high points of the ABA meeting 
in London. These donations, af- 
ter mail solicitation costs, 
amounted to about $34,000 That 
sum was sufficient not only for 
the erection of the impressive 
stone memorial, at a cost of ap- 
proximately $28,000, but to leave 
a balance which is being devoted 
to the landscaping and perpet- 
ual care trust. 

Lord Evershed, Master of the 
Rolls and President of the Magna 
Carta Trust, advised Executive 
Director Joseph D. Stecher that 
the trustees of the Trust as well 
as the British Bar generally were 
gratified by the arrangement 
through which the memorial will 
be properly maintained on a per- 
manent basis. He said the trus- 
tees of the Trust had agreed to 
raise an additional fund for use 
in case of any emergency need 
in the future. 


Judge Fink To District 
Court Committee 





ORDERED that pursuant to 
Rule 1:23-1 (d), Judge A. Alfred 
Fink is appointed to the District 
Court Committee to replace 
Judge Furman W. Reeves. 

By the Court, 
JOSEPH WEINTRAUB 


S 
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BRIGADIER BAR 


MAURICE C. 


will conduct his 72nd Bar Review (¢ 
| 
| COURSE COMMENCES: 
| 


Enroll at and address 


| 40 Journal Square 





‘ourse at the YM-YWCA Building, | 
600 Broad Street, Newark, N. J., in preparation for the May 1958 
attorneys’ examination, and as a refresher course of New Jersey law. 


FEE FOR LECTURES AND STUDY MATERIAL: 


BRIGADIER BAR REVIEW COURSE 


Phone: OLdfield 9-6443 


C..d: 
Dated: January 20, 1958. 
EXAMINATION 
REVIEW COURSE 


BRIGADIER 





1, Milton 





FEBRUARY 24, 1958 1. Herbert M. Strulowitz, Eugene F. Hillery, 4. John A. Wyckoff, Frederick T. James 2. Dr, Jo: 
$200.00 ij; Gerald R. Fowler, Hon. Nelson C. Doland, John B. John A. Zeis. “Try Loeb g 

oT eee Applegate and Nelson C. Doland, Jr. : 5. E. Marco Stirone, Joseph Rosenberg, 1° 3. Ralph 
2. Charles A. Sweeney, Clifford W. Starrett. Nelson K. Mintz and Anthony A. Goerner. ‘Mond Ung 


| 3. Hon. Thomas J. Stanton and Hon. Wil- 
|}; liam A. Hegarty. (Rear) Edward F. Broderick, 
president Morris County Bar Ass’n and Hon. 
Nicholas A. Tomasulo. 


4. Passaig 


6. Bertram M. Berla, George Korpita, 
i, Treas 


Fremont D. Donley and Wiliam J. Tiernan. — 
7. Clifford A. Johnson, Armand L. D’Ag05# 
and (Rear) Ben D. White. 











Jersey City 6, N. J. 
































AT THE 69TH ANNUAL DINNER OF THE PASSAIC COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 
Saturday, January 25, 1958 


Alexander Hamilton Hotel, Paterson 


1. Milton Werksman and Alan J. Werksman. 

«. Dr. Joseph F. A. Rubacky, Sadie P. Ranzenhofer, 
‘try Loeb and Dorothy M. Solomon. 

3. Ralph D. Davies and Sampson Mandell. (Rear) 
émond Unger and Lee M. Skolkin. 
a, Passaic County Bar Ass’n Officers, Irving I. 
in, Treas.; Bernard Feinberg, Ist V.P.; Isadore 
aks, retiring Pres.; Albert H. Kreamer, Pres. and 
“ry C. Peterson, 2nd V.P. 


Soe aere nee 


5. William W. Evans Sr., David G. Smith, Victor 
Greenburg and Carl V. Greenburg. 

6. James J. Murner, Chief Justice Joseph Wein- 
traub and Harry Kampelman. 

7. Carl Gelman, Jerome J. Gelman, 
Marcus and Frank J. Davies. 

8. Herbert S. Alterman, 
Harry Pett. 

9. Irving I. Rubin, Garret C. Houman 


Richard P. 


Charles Breslow, and 


Ass’n Secy.; 


Sigmond Unger, Isadore Waks, Harry C. Peterson and 
Bernard Feinberg. 

10. Rueben Appet, Nathan Robins, Thomas J. 
Kappock and Edward P. Fahy. (Rear) Benjamin M. 
Bornstein, Sol Schwartz, Albert Arrigo, Louis Schwartz 
and Isadore J. Moskow. 

11. Columbo Cammarano, Newton M. Roemer and 
Archibald Kreiger. (Rear) Abram H. Simon, David 
Harrison and Louis Dworetz. 
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Law Enforcement Council 


(Continued from page 1) | 





the freezer provision and sought | 
an ouster from office of those | 
members who had been retained 
in their positions by the Legisla- 
ture. 

The Attorney-General as the 
governor’s svokesman charged 
that the fre2z°r provision was 
an unconstitutional attempt by 
the legislature to usurp the ex- | 
ecutive’s right of appointment 
and thus was in direct contra- | 
vention of a Constitutional pro- 
vision which states that “neither | 
the Legislature nor either House 
thereof shall elect or appoint | 
any executive, administrative or 
judicial officer except the State 
Auditor’.” The New Jersey Su-| 
preme Court in Richman v. Neu- | 
berger, et. al. 22 N. J. 28, 123 A2d | 
217, rejected the argument of the | 
Attorney-General and held that | 
the “Law Enforcement Council 
was not an executive or admin-| 
istrative agency but primarily a 
legislative body, and that there- 
fore the Legislature had the 
power to extend the terms of the 
Council members’.” The single 
dissenting opinion contended 
that the Legislature was at- 
tempting to arrogate “unto it- 
self the power to make appoint- 
ments within the executive 
branch of the government’.” 

After the expiration of the) 
1955 legislation authorizing the 
existence of the Council, the 
Legislature although unable to 
override Governor Meyner’s veto 
of the legislation continuing the 
Council with its frozen incum- 
bents, nonetheless assumed con- 
trol of the unit by passing a| 
Concurrent Resolution thereby 
reconstituting the Law Enforce- 
ment Council as a Legislative 
Commission’. As a Legislative 
Commission the incumbent mem- | 
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bership was continued and the 
method of appointment was al- | 
tered so that any “vacancies 
existing or that shall arise shall 
be filled by the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the 


|General Assembly acting joint- 


ly”.” The Law’ enforcement 
Council was now completely a 
creature of the Legislature and 
no longer came within the ad- 
ministrative orbit of the execu- 
tive. 

At the present time the Law 
Enforcement Council continues 
to exist as a Legislative Commis- 
sion”. 

II. Powers: 

The struggle for control of 
the Law Enforcement Council 
assumes significance when one 
realizes that the basic powers, 
functions, and duties of the 
Council can be manipulated for 
partisan political advantage. 
These basic powers, functions, 
and duties are”: 

“(a) Develop plans and pro- 
grams insofar as possible to 
eliminate the basic causes of 
crime and delinquency; 

(b) Review and evaluate the 
laws of the State relating to 
crimes and criminal proced- 
ure... 

(c) Examine into and ap- 
praise, on a continuing basis, 
the administration, enforce- 
ment and operation of all 
State and local laws, ordin- 
ances, and regulations relating 
to crimes and offenses; 

(d) Examine into and audit, | 
on a continuing basis the per- 
formance of all law enforce- 
ment agencies, activities, and 
facilities, at all levels of gov- 
ernment throughout the State; 

(e) Initiate and conduct 
such investigations of law en- 
forcement agencies, facilities 
and programs in the State as 


may in its judgment be re- 
quired... 
(f) Initiate and from time 


to time conduct Statewide law 
enforcement conferences. 

(g) Hold such _ hearings 
within the State with respect 
to any and all phases of its 
work as it may deem necessary 
or desirable; 

(h) Consult and advise with 
the Legislature, and from time 
to time submit to it such 
recommendations as it may 
deem advisable, with respect 
to the conduct of its work 
and the administration and 
operation of law enforcement 
within the State; and 

(i) Report to the Governor 
and the Legislature at such 
times as it may deem in the 
public interest with respect to 
its findings and conclusions.” 
The Council’s power to hold 

hearings (public and private) 
and subpoena testimony surpass- 
es even the Attorney-General’s 
scope of authority. The Attor- 
ney-General is not empowered 
to hold such hearings; he must 
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cutors Who present 
dence to the 


its power of subpoena to force 
public testimony and reveal pri- 
vate documents. 
makes its own rules and can go 


much deeper than any Grand} 


Jury in publicizing and dissem- 
inating crime information. The 


powers of the LEC as enumer- | 


ated in the Concurrent Resolu- 
tion are more extensive than 
the common-law powers confer- 
red upon the Attorney-General. 
And, it must not be forgotten, 
that the Law Enforcement Coun- 
cil’s power to audit “all law en- 
forcement agencies” includes 
the office of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral. 

The Council as a Legislative 
Commission not only exercises 
this broad authority, but in cer- 
tain ad hoc situations it even 
enjoys the powers and privileges 
of a Joint Legislative Commit- 
tee”. 

III. The Changing Role of the 
Law Enforcement Council: 
The wide scope of powers be- 

longing to the Law Enforcement 
Council has afforded it, since its 
inception five years ago, an op- 
portunity to play several roles. 
The conditioning of any given 
role of the Law Enforcement 
Council has been based on the 
conception of the LEC held by 
the Council membership, the 
attitude of the executive, polit- 
ical pressures, and judicial in- 
terpretation as to the Council’s 
functions and _ status. These 
roles are: 

(1) Study-audit: that 
of the LEC’s activities which 
predominately was spent an- 
alyzing the procedures and prac- 
tices of the various law enforce- 
ment agencies within the State 
in order to facilitate legislative 
action designed to strengthen 
these law enforcement agencies. 

(2) Investigative: that phase 
of the LEC’s activities which 
predominately was spent ac- 
cumulating substantive data 
concerning the nature, scope, 
extent, and influence of illegal 
operations within the State. 

(3) Enforcement: that phase 
of the LEC’s activities in which 
the LEC attempted to implement 
the statutes prohibiting illegal 
operations by conducting raids, 


phase 


making arrests, and otherwise 
assuming the functions of the 
local police and county prose- 
cutors. 


(4) Mixed: that phase of the 
LEC’s activities in which no one 
particular function of the Coun- 
cil predominated, and at least 
two roles exercised by the Coun- 
cil were being effected simultan- 


eously. 
The first role that the Law 
Enforcement Council assumed 


was study-audit. It was the gen- 
eral belief of the Council mem- 
bers that they were to advise 
the Governor and the Attorney- 
General on matters pertaining 
to the elimination of crime. At a 
public dinner the Vice-Chair- 
man of the LEC described the 
Council’s work as a “study and 
analysis of law enforcement 
methods in the State with the 
goal of recommending standards 
of operation and procedures for 
prosecutors and of bringing 
about more effective cooperation 
among numerous police agencies 
in the State'."’ The Council was 
to be a study commission rather 
than an investigatory agency 
having as its prime purpose 
“post auditing the performances 
of the law enforcement agen- 
cies’. The role of the Council 
as a study-audit unit, however, 
was short lived. 

Within six months after the 
Council’s establishment, at the 
request of Republican Governor 
Alfred E. Driscoll, the Council 
assumed the role of an investi- 
gative unit by inquiring into the 
“activities or organizations com- 
Ne \ k Tin 
Newark JS x 








Thecen ver t. 195 
November 15, 1952 » 1S 


The Council | 


work through the County Prose-| posed of members of law en- 
their evi-| forcement agencies relating to 
Grand Juries.| solicitation of funds from the 
Grand Juries are sworn to se-| 
crecy whereas the LEC can use| 


public’.” The Law Enforcement 
Council, accordingly, temporar- 
ily side-tracked its first project, 
a study of the methods and pro- 
cedures of the offices of the 21 
county prosecutors, thereby 
marking its initial transition 


| from a study agency to an inves- | 
Concurrent Resolution specifi- 


tigative agency. 

While the Council was prepar- 
ing for its investigation of so- 
licitation, the New York State 
Crime Commission came out 
with sensational exposes regard- 
ing the extent of criminal acti- 
vity in New Jersey and requested 
Democratic Mayor John V. Ken- 
ny of Jersey City to testify”. 
Kenny refused to do so. Repub- 
lican Governor Driscoll public- 
ly requested the Law Enforce- 
ment Council to require Kenny 
to testify”. The LEC, accordingly, 
held public hearings and solici- 
ted testimony from Mayor Ken- 
ny. 

Shortly after the Kenny hear- 
ings the Council was assigned 
ten new investigators to supple- 
ment the four already on its 
staff and several additional ap- 
propriations were made. The 
Council was now functioning as 
an investigatory unit allied to 
the Division of Law within the 
Attorney-General’s Department 
of Law and Public Safety. 

The Council remained in the 
role of an investigative agency 
after its divorce in 1953 from 
the Attorney-General’s Division 
of Law until the inauguration of 
Democratic Governor Robert B. 
Meyner. Meyner appointed two 
new members to the Council, 
leaving control to the Republi- 
cans. The Council abandoned its 
investigatory role and resumed 
its study functions by beginning 


|a study of the activities of the 





county probation services. 

The Council continued as a 
study unit for a year and then 
suddenly assumed the role of an 
enforcement agency when it 
conducted series of indepen- 
dent raids in January of 1955 
upon lottery rings in Newark. 
The enforcement activities of 
the LEC were immediately con- 
tested by the persons raided. 

Two months after the Coun- 
cil’s initial foray into the field 
of enforcement, a County Judge 
held that the Council was with- 
out authority to conduct raids”. 
Insofar as its role as an enforce- 
ment unit had been judicially 
interdicted, the Council returned 
to accepted roles of study and 
investigation. The Council was 
forced to remain in this mixed 
role until October 31, 1955 when 
the New Jersey Supreme Court 
in Application of Berlin 19 N. J. 
Reports 531, reversed the County 
Court’s decision and held unani- 
mously that the Law Enforce- 
ment Council had authority to 
engage in raids and other en- 
forcement activities”. After re- 
ceiving judicial sanction that it 
had authority to exercise its 
role as an enforcement unit, the 
LEC did so but once, and then 
in conjunction with the local 
county prosecutor. After its final 
raid the Council again entered 
upon a phase of activities which 


ites 


aus 





|introduced a resolution request- 


at best can be catagorized as 
mixed. 

At the present time the Law 
Enforcement Council continues 
in its mixed role in that it is 
performing its study-audit func- 
tion by conducting a survey of 
municipal police departments 
and is also engaged in its inves- 
tigative function. In February 
of 1957 the Legislature in a 
cally directed the Council to in- 
vestigate “certain matters per- 
taining to the State Department 
of Banking and Insurance*.” At 
the same time the Attorney- 
General undertook a similar in- 
vestigation and reported no evi- 
dence of wrongdoing™. The 
Council, accordingly, currently 


jis investigating certain aspects 


of the State Department of 
Banking and Insurance and the 
manner in which the Attorney- 
General conducted his investi- 
gation of that Department. 
IV. Comments: 

In analyzing the 
history and changing of 
the New Jersey Law Enforce- 
ment Council it should be re 
membered that the reason for 
initial establishment was tc 
satisfy political consideration 
rather than any executive-ad- 
ministrative needs. The origins 
of the Council were contained in 
a politically inspired reform 
movement which followed in the 
wake of sensational revelations 
by the United States Senate's 
Kefauver Committee and _ the 
New York State Crime Commis- 
sion. Former Republican Gover- 


legislative 
role of 


1s 


S 











nor Alfred E. Driscoll in 
Fifth Annual Message to the 
Legislature recommended _ thé 


establishment of a Law Enforce- 
ment Council*, and Democratic 
Governor Robert B. Meyner 
then a member of the New Jer- 
sey Legislature, (March 1951 


ing the establishment of an 
eight member bi-partisan com- 
mission of the Legislature 

investigate the administration 
of justice in New Jersey”. A year 
later when it had become polit- 
ically imperative to placate tl 
growing demand for more Strin- 
cent law enforcement, the L 
islature created the LEC in Ma) 
of 1952. Thus, the LEC bega 
not as an executive-adminis 
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tive necessity, but as a politica 
pallative. 

The absence of any real nee 
for an additional investigatit 
unit responsible to the 
has been reflected in the fac 
that for long periods of its ex 
istence the Council 
without it 
Furthermore, 
within the At 
Division of Law 
Investigation Section in 
there no longer remained 
slightest justification for ‘ 
continuance of the LEC 

















a 


a 
ao 


unit responsible to the executir 
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Courtroom Code of Photographer Ethics Issued 


Contains 14 Rules Compiled 
3 By NPPA 
NEW YORK (ACCN)—In its 
. continuing effort to eliminate 
S every barrier to visual reporting 
¥ nf court proceedings the Nation- 
y 3] Press Photographers Assn. has 
‘ issued a “Code of Courtroom 
i Ethics” for news photographers 
In making the announcement, 
yPPA’s freedom of information 
man Robert McCandless, of 
Champaign-Urbana  (IIll.) 
rier, said ‘““‘We want to con- 
vince the bench and bar alike 
: that as members of a profession- 
3] organization, dedicated to the 
> service, we are just as 
us to preserve court decor- 
those judicially con- 















im as 
na story in the National Press 
hoto —, official publica- 
Hor the organization, the na- 
rior n’s cameramen were urged t 

“lip the rules, memorize om 
znd follow them without devia- 


Defir 


as 











ned as “simply applied 








g — t di gnity and Pal 
ting the judge that cam- 
n ea courteous,” they fol- 





eras Ali 


Have a conference with the 








Law Enforcement Council 
ntinued from page 8) 


fel- Bras to ‘provide “the Attorney- 
nl al with an effective inves- 
> staff which can be as- 
, aS required, to the inves- 
tigation of crime, and also to 
act as a coordinator and liason 
between the 21 County Prosecu- 








tors and the Attorney-Gen- 
1), Bera The executive-legislative 
leSt- Beonflict for control of the LEC, 





thus, may be interpreted as part 
the traditional attempt by 
executive to continue the 
toward heightened execu- 
wer. 
The only role played by the 
% x En forcement Council which 
dject to question is that of 
forcement Should the Coun- 
e to undertake unilateral 
ement activities it then 
pose the possibility that 
may occur constant con- 
ct with the executive and the 
y prosecutors who have 


































aus; Bthe primal responsibility for 
ern’ enforcement”.” The possi- 
fac ity of this, however, is remote 
Ss & MBAs a result of its study-audit 
ores investigative roles the 
sil: Muncil has issued several re- 
a ts and proposed some remed- 
legislation. Accordingly, as 

ig as the opportunity to ren- 

I service to the State remains, 
ontinued existence of the 


Law Enforcement 
as a Legislative Com- 
seems assured. 
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judge who will preside. This con- | 


ference should be held at least 


two or three days in advance of | 


the trial. Discuss your problems 


with him, reach an understand- | 
ing on the rules he has in mind, | 


and then abide by them. 

2. Sympathetic court officers 
and bailiffs can be your greatest 
helpers. Be sure that they are 
acquainted with the rules and 
conditions of coverage set forth 
by the judge, so that they will 
be able to work with you. 

3. Dress conservatively and in- 

Nspicuously. Your cameras may 
tend to draw attention to your- 
self so it is important that your 
srsonal appearance present a 
ood impression in conformity 
vith your dignified behavior. 
4. Do not move from one spot 

the courtroom to another 
le the trial is in progress. 
oose a good spot beforehand, 
then stay there until a recess. 
Variety in picture coverage may 
be obtained by changing lenses, 
. Put those lenses to 
vork rather than your feet. 

5. Don’t work close to the sub- 
ect. The effect of closeups can 
be obtained by using telephoto 
enses or by greater enlargement 
in printing. 

6. Conduct yourself as a gen- 

man at all times. While in a 

1 courtroom, news photogra- 
the jurisdiction 


pe 
oO 





Ch 


then 





under 
the court. Just as any other 
they may be held in 
if they create a dis- 





rs are 





spectators, 
contempt 
turbance. 
the of trials which 
nationwide interest, the 
judge may require photog- 
phers to pool their pictures as 
-ondition of coverage. Natural- 
ly this is distasteful, but at times 
unavoidable. Don’t fight it. Your 
would rather have pooled 


case 











pictures than none at all 

8 fter the trial is over, show 

ur appreciation to the judge 
by going to his chambers to 
thank him for his cooperation. 
This is good public relations as 
well as good manners 

» film cameras, because 
yf size, are less 

n most sheet 
film the type of 





less 


importance 
which it is 


ra is of 
the manner in 




















Avoid the distracting mo- 
ions of continued eye-level fo- 
cusing and aiming. With a fixed 
subject, focus carefully once, 
then point the camera from 

or from a table or 

i triggering. If, because 

of ‘umstances, eye-level aim- 

ing is necessary, movements 

S ild be slow and deliberate 

so as to minimize attracting at- 
ention 

10. Flash must not be used 

under any circumstances in a 

courtroom while court is in ses- 

sion. Even though the judge 

xermission to use the 

do not use it! It will be 


‘ting to the participants 
tators. If possible, e, mea- 
light the courtroom 
ne the correct  expo- 
tests before the 


ir 
al 
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tion picture cameramen 
and theatre news- 
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> highest standards 
i the only 

can be 
con- 
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ge that 
courtroom 


under 


ll motion picture photog- 
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| Attorney General's Opinion 


FORMAL OPINION 1958-No. 1 
Honorable Frederick J. Gassert, 
Jr. 
Director, Division of Motor Ve- 
hicles 
You have requested our opin- 
ion as to the interpretation to 
be given to recently enacted 
Chapter 69 of the Laws of 1957 
which we will hereinafter refer 
to as N. J. S. A. 39:4-197.2, and 
which in its entirety provides as 










— : 

. J. S. A. 39:4-197.2: 

“Any anit ity, which 
maintains a paid pi lice force, 
may, with the consent of the 
board of chosen eholders of 
the county, by ordinance, reg- 
ulate traffic and parking along 
and upon any unty road 
or part thereof, lying within 
its corporate limits, in the 
same manner and to the same 
extent that it is authorized 
by law to regula the same 
upon municipal ads and 
streets. 

“This act shall take effect 
immediately.” 

More specifically, your letter 
indicates a eoques t die r Our opin- 
ion on the followin queries: 

(1) Does N. J. S A 39:4-197.2 
permit a Board of Chosen Free- 
holders to grant consent to any 
or all of its municipalities hav- 
ing a paid police force to enact 
ordinances regulating traffic 
and parking on county roads, or 


does the statute limit the Board’s 
authority to grant msents to 
specific ordinances regulating 
traffic or parking enacted by 
any municipality within the 
county having police 
force? 

(2) Whether the Director of 
Motor — may sci tin 
advise all Boards of CI 1 Free- 
holders that their res olution in- 
dicating their conser to pro- 
posals of a munic con- 
cerning traffic regulations or 
parking on county i hould 
be adopted by the Boz only 
upon presentation to the Board 
of a formal request by t nuni- 
cipality accompanied -Opy 
of the proposed municipal or- 
dinance? 
As to query numbe n¢ 

While the State ha vereign 
and abolute  jurisdi and 
control of the roads and 
Peiaeeigey within its borders, the 
Stat legislative body in 
the she interest, delegate this 
power to a local governing body. 
Sexton v. Public Service Coor- 
dinated Transport, 5 N. J. Super. 
555; Hackensack Water Com- 
pany v. Ruta, 3 N. J. 139 

The legislature ha as 


expressed in N. J. S.A 39 4-201, 
to delegate, within certain limi- 
tations to the County Boards of 
Chosen Freeholders the power 





to regulate and supervise -af- 
is authorized by the idg 
it must be accompanied with a 
bare minimum of cable nd re- 
lated equipment. Be careful to 
=. microphones of a small 

ype in inconspicuous places and 
to cover or conceal all ble 

14. When tripods must be used 
be certain to place yourself in a 
position of least notice to the 
spectators and _ trial fficials, 
preferably in the rea! f the 
courtroom. Under no circumstan- 
ces should tripods be ‘ed be- 
tween the spectators id the 
judge, the jury and witnesses 

As a representative our 
news media at judicial ed- 


ings your actions must be above 
reproach. With the trial judge’s 
permission, news photographers 
may function on behalf the 
public at a public trial, but only 

A pion 


if their worxing does not int 
fere with the orderly 
of justice. 

In the interest of your empl 
er and yourself, as well as } 
fellow members of NPPA, 
these rules govern your 
and behavior in a trial 
room 


court- 


fic on any county road. 

N. J. S. A. 27:16-1 et seq. con- 
fers upon the various Boards of 
Chosen Freeholders the power 
and duty to-provide and main- 
tain county roads. More specifi- 
cally, N. J. S. A. 27:16-6 provides: 

‘The duty of maintaining 
and keeping in* repair every 
road so laid out and opened, 
taken over, or acquired shall 
devolve exclusively upon the 
board of chosen freeholders, 

and all other duties and all 
powers respecting such road 


shall be imposed upon and 
invested in it..... ” Emphasis 
ours) 


Upon a closer reading of the 
underlined portions of the above 
statute, it becomes apparent 
that concomitant with the duty 
of maintaining and keeping in 
repair, there also devolves upon 
the county the duty to regulate 


parking and traffic on county 
roads. 
Thus we have the several 


counties not only with the dele- 
gation of power to regulate traf- 
fic on county roads, but with 
the duty of exercising that dele- 
gated power. 

The question now _ arises 
whether a county has the right 
to abandon this duty and leave 
the regulation of traffic on 
county roads to the municipali- 
ties within the county. We think 
not. N. J. S. A. 39:4-197.2 is not 
authority for this abandonment. 
The statute is clear. It is direct- 
ed to and permits municipalities 
to regulate traffic and parking 
upon county roads, only upon 
securing the consent of the 
county board of freeholders. The 
new enactment cannot be read 
to authorize the county boards 
of freeholders to issue approvals 
in advance to any ordinance or 
ordinances regulating traffic or 
parking on county roads enacted 
by any municipality having a 
paid police force. The county 
boards of freeholders have a 
continuing duty to review each 
specific municipal ordinance 
regulating traffic or parking on 
county roads prior to consent. 
As to query number two: 

The Director may lawfully ad- 
vise and direct all Boards of 
Chosen Freeholders that any 
resolution granting consent to 
municipalities to regulate park- 
or traffic on county roads 
should be adopted by the Board 
only upon presentation to it of 
a copy of the proposed municipal 
ordinance, with a request for the 
Board’s approval. 

It also our opinion that a 
resolution passed by a Board of 
Chosen Freeholders giving con- 
sent to a municipality to regu- 
late traffic on county roads is a 
resolution concerning traffic 
conditions adopted by body 
having jurisdiction over high- 
ways within the purview of N. J. 
S. A. 39:4-8, and as such, of no 
force and effect unless approved 
by the Director of Motor Vehi- 
cles. N. J. S. A. 39:4-8 also pro- 
vides that: 

. The commissioner shall 
not be required to approve any 
such ordinance or resolution, 
after investigation by 
him, the same shall appear to 
be in the interest of safety and 
the expedition of traffic on 
the public highways.” 


ing 


1S 


a 


It would thus appear that if 
the Director concludes that, in 
the interest of safety and the 


expedition of traffic on high- 
ways, any proposed county res- 
olution granting consent to 
municipalities to regulate traffic 


Senator Kennedy And 
Rev. McGinley to Address 
Fordham Law Alumni 


Edward B. Schulkind, president 
of the Fordham Law Alumni 
Association, has announced that 
United States Senator John F. 
Kennedy and Rev. Laurence J. 
McGinley, S.J., President of Ford- 
ham University, will be the 
speakers at the annual luncheon 
of the Association, to be held in 
the grand ballroom of the Wal- 
dorf-Astoria Hotel on Saturday, 
February 15, at 12:30 P.M. 

The annual alumni medal of 
achievement will be awarded at 
the luncheon to United States 
District Judge (retired) Vincent 
L. Leibell. The luncheon will also 
serve as the occasion for the cele- 
bration of the silver anniversary 
of the law school Class of 1933. 

New York Supreme Court Jus- 
tice J. Vincent Keogh is chair- 
man of the luncheon committee, 
and United States Custom Court 
Judge Paul P. Rao and George 
J. Mintzer are the vice-chairmen. 

Reservations, at $6 each, may 
be obtained by sending check to 
the chairman at the Supreme 
Court Building, Brooklyn 1, New 
York. 
on county roads should be 
adopted only if there is a re- 
quest by a municipality for such 
consent accompanied by a copy 
of the proposed resolution, the 
Director could then lawfully 
advise Boards of Chosen Free- 
holders that approval of such 
resolutions by the Director would 
be withheld unless these con- 
ditions are met. 

Very truly yours, 
Grover C. Richman, 
Attorney General 
By Remo M. Croce 
Legal Assistant 
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—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 








ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 











Fire Adjusting 


SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 


IRVING M. MINION 


Associated Adjusters 


24 Commeree St., Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 








LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Saye ) 














WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 


MADISON AV 


22. N.Y. 








use of our hearing room. 


DIamond 2-1677 





DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. 


Parking nearby. 


NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


No charge, of course, for 


Leonard W. Meyer 
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Dupont-G. M. Decision Termed Economically 
Proper and Salutary 


is, in fact, a necessary and inevi- 
table remedy if the chemical and 
automobile industries are to con- 
form to the legal and economic 
ideal of our antitrust laws.” 
Turning to the question of 
whether or not the high court 
erred in applying the Clayton 
Act to acquisition of a customer 
by a supplier—so-called vertical 
acquisitions Drs. Stelzer and Dir- 
lam point out that “du Pont 
went to considerable lengths to 
obtain an agreement that the 
auto company’s chemical discov- 
eries be turned over to du Pont 
for development and exploita- 


A rare public, economic defense 
of the Supreme Court’s du Pont- 
General Motors decision appears 
in the current issue of the Co- 
lumbia Law Review. It is written 
by two economists who have done 
considerable work in the anti- 
trust field, Dr. Irwin M. Stelzer 
and Dr. Joel B. Dirlam, senior 
consultants with Boni, Watkins, 
Jason & Co., Wall Street firm of 
economic and management con- 
sultants. 

Drs. Stelzer and Dirlam con- 
clude that the court order, which 
directed du Pont to divest itself 
of its GM holdings, is “in the 
antitrust grain ... economically 
not only defensible but salutary.” 

“We do not believe,” they state, 
“that because du Pont and GM 
happen to be well-managed com- 
panies that they must on that 
account be given antitrust immu- 
nity. For it is one of the axioms 
of antitrust that, although size 
alone is no offense, practices 
and behavior that would be inne- 
cent when engaged in by a small 
firm become questionable on the 
part of a large firm.” 

Two major features of the 
government’s case against du 
Pont dealt with the company’s 
position as supplier to GM of 
auto finishes and with GM’s role 
in chemicals, a field in which | 
du Pont plays a leading role 

“Without the du Pont influence 
would General Motors have com- 
peted as effectively as Ford?” 
the Boni, Watkins economists 
ask, and reply: 

“This is not easy to answer. 
However, it would be even more 
difficult to demonstrate that the 
exclusion of others from the GM 
finishes market, or the pre-emp- 
tion of GM’s chemical opportu- 


came an important factor “in any 
field in which du Pont was in- 
volved.’ 

The economists find arguments 
questioning du Pont’s control 
over GM “almost naive,” with 
“Pierre du Pont acting as chair- 
man of the board and president 
and other du Pont executives 
occupying key positions.” 

“At the risk of reiterating the 
obvious,” they say, 
Pont which had bought into Gen- 
eral Motors, not vice versa... 
On the face of it, du Pont would 


of the interests of its stockhold- 


pany without at the same time 
making sure that with the in- 
vestment went some degree of 
control.” 


Hinners To Head Newark 
Casualty Claim 
Managers Council 


William Hinners, of the Amer- 


iti : are te ea ican Mutual Liability Ins. Co. 
nities nigendPencggyrid wf ise was elected president of the 
lish the desirable—indeed laud-' nevork = Casualty Insurance 


able—purpose of making a profi- 
table investment for du Pont’s 
stockholders. 


Claim Managers Council to suc- 
ceed Wilbur A. Stevens of the 
Hartford Accident and Indemn- 

“The severance of the du Pont- ity Group. Others elected to of- 
GM intercompany stockholding | fice were: Hugh J. Massey of 
|Great American Ind. Co., vice 
president and Francis H. Wolf 























The March of the Missing lof National Union Ind. Co., sec- 
Every year nearly 1,000,000 netary-Seonenrer. 

people in the United States dis- | LEGAL NOTICES 

appear for one reason or an- | STATE OF NEW JERUEY - 

other. The great majority return | DEPARTMENT OF STATE _ 

to their homes within a short | To cane ee unis ie ani: 


i j i | Greeting 
time. Few are criminals. The | SrOnETEEC Aw, Eb mcesnnn We ee antbdention. 
causes for leaving are varied. by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
j ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
Tracers Company of America, by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
the only commercial organiza- | holders, deposited in my office that 
3 ; sas : finding NYE INVESTMENT CO., INC 
tion which specializes in tinaing a corporation of this State, whose principal 


ee | : 5 office is situated at No. 282 Glenwood Avenue, 
missing persons, has prepared a }in the Town of Bloomfield, County of Essex. 
break-down of the disappear-| state of New Jersey (Bernard “E. MeCoy 
ance cases to which they have | peins the azent therein and enarecd). bas 
Shea in? ¢ complied with the requirements of Title 14. 

been assigned during the past Corporations, General: of Revised Statutes 


the issuing 


New 


Jersey, 
ate of 


preliminary to 
Dissolution. 


34 years. 








Business conditions of 1957 are REFORE, I, the Secretary ot 
" y j ific j State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
reflected by the significant rise Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Vhirty-tirst day of December, 1957, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


of disappearances by individuals 
who were forced to break busi- | 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
S S rer poration, executed by all the stockholders 
ness leases, were unable to meet) ee ee es ae ee 


contract commitments, were un- 
able to pay their home rent, or 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 











“it was du| 


have been guilty of the crassest | * 
negligence and wanton disregard | 





Committee 
Practice of Law, which previ- 


Unauthorized Practice 
News May Now Be 


a Purchased 

The Unauthorized Practice 
News, quarterly publication of 
the American Bar Association’s 


on the Unlawful 


| ously had been distributed gratis 
to a limited mailing list may now 
|be purchased on an annual sub- 


scription basis. 
scription is $1.50. Subscriptions | ity of 
and check should be sent to the! BrRs: 
| Coordination 
American Bar Assn, 


The yearly ub- 


of the 
1155 East 


Service 


60th St., Chicago, Illinois. 





LEGAL NOTICES — 





tion.” GM, they wrote, never be- | 





iplied iremen ts of Tit! e 

»yrporations, General, of Revised Statutes 

f Nev y pre iminary <:o the porurne 
if this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of | 
| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
Certify that the said corporations did, on the 
Twenty-second day January, 1958, file in 

uly executed and attested consent 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
ich said caomsent and the record 


L 











} in my said 
ers had it sunk 49 million dol- | 
lars into the stock of one com- | 


(Seal) 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CER cage’ Cc SATE OF DISSOLUTION 
a whom these presenta may come, | Y+ 
Greeti 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of th rroceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
nanimous consent of all the stock- 


I 1 in my office that 
MAPLEWOOD VILLAGE 


i n of this State 


rs, deposite: 


whose 





upon who ym 


with the requ 





eedings aforesaid are now on file 
office as provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
hereto set my hand and af- 
official seal, at Trenton, 
second day of January 
thousand nine hundred 


IN 
have 
fixed 
this nty 
A.D., one 
and = fif ight 
EDWAR 'D J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

30, Feb. 6, 13 


Jan $21.60 





N 
L. 
TAKE NOTICE, 
apply to the Essex County Court, 


on 
judgment 
MARTIN 


| TO WHOM IT 
A 

apply to 

House 








izing 


FINEMAN 


AARON 
1060) Broad 
ewark 2, New 


J 


ruary, 


Newark, New Jersey, on the 5th day of Feb- 
1958 at 2:00 P.M. for a judgment 
authorizing to @ssume the names of 


hem 
MARTIN YORN 


MAY 
NOTICE that 
the Essex 
Newark, New 
lay of 
t ssume 
M AZE IKA 
gee AS — 
J Maze 


CONCERN 
the unders gned — will 

County ou 

Jersey, 

February, 


the name 


AKE 


at 





26th 


“NICHOLAS 


LESO, infant 





$10.71 


NOTICE that 
Essex (6 
2-0) BP M 
ity of Ne wark, 
New Jersey 


undersigned will 
‘ourt on February 
the Court House 
‘ounty of Essex, 
x judgment author- 
name of ARCHIE 





hin assume the 


AARON HAROLD FINEMAN 


SOBO, Esq 


Jan 20 $8.19 


that the undersigned shall 
Court House, 


ARLINE YORN, JEFFREY 





YORN, PEARL YORN, ARTHUR YORN and 

SANDRA J. YORN, respectively. 
MARTIN you RN, Individually and 
as Natural Guardian of ARLINE 
YOURN and JEFFREY YOURN, 
Infants 
PEARL YOURN 
ARTHUR YOURN, Individual ly and 
as Natural Guardian SANDRA J. 
YOURN 

Julius Wildstein, Partner 

Wildstein & Wildstein 

17 Academy Street 

Newark 2, New Jersey 

L.J.—Jan. 9, 16, 23 oy) $15.12 

January 10, 1958 


ESTATE 
Pursuant 
FOLEY, 
Essex, 
the undersigned, 
notice 
said deceased, 
under oath 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
within 
will 
recovering the 


TONER, 
v 


Dated 
EDITH W. BROWN, deceased. 
to the order of ADRIAN M. 
JR., Surrogate of the County of 
this day made, on the application of 
Executors of said deceased, 
hereby given to the creditors of 
to exhibit to the subscribers 
affirmation, their claims and 


OF 


is 
or 


this date, or they 

from prosecuting or 
ainst the subscribers. 
BROWN 


six months from 
forever barred 
Same aga 
BENJAMIN W. 
HERBERT ID. BROWN 
CROWLEY, WOELPER 
ANDERBILT, Attorneys 


be 


& 





L 


810 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Jan. 16, 23, 30, Feb. 6, 13 
Dated: December 27, 1957 

ESTATE OF VIOLET ALICE SONNEKALR, 

deceased 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said d 
within six 
will 
recoverin 
THE 
GALEN B 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 


J 


months from this date, or they 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 
ng the ome against the pectame Mng 
HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
HALL, “Attorney 

2. N 
9 


J 


Jan 16. 23. 30. Feb. 6 








IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 

A rag S, | have hereto set my hand and af 
meet the mortgage payment fixed my official seal, #t Trenton 
or the payments on the T V, the this Thirty-first day of December, 
refrigerator or the other mer-|‘*et" 4.0., cxe_Consena wine hundred 
chandise he bought on “easy” EDWARD J. BATTEN, 

ry g a re u 8 ¢€ 
credit terms. There was a decid-|;,) jan 30. Feb 6 13 $21.60 
ed drop, last year, in run-away | 
husbands. Dan Eisenberg, Trac- | oe x) a es 
ers’ president, still feels that Civil Action 
amnesia is a convenient sickness} 1, the Matter of tie Aahcation of 
for the fellow or gal who decides | FLORENCE ANNE BURNS. an 

* infant by her natural guardian, 
on a ten day fling. | FLORENCE BURNS LINDSAY, ‘for 
he lea ‘ ssume_ th name of 
The breakdown of the missing | ([orexcr ANNE. TL. INDSAY, 

o Florence Burns, u guardian 
persons cases handled by Tracers of Pree nee Anne infant. 
is as follows having this 22nd day of January, 1958, made 

| t : ified 

o plication to the Court , Verified 
husbands EE gf freer for a yee per -mitting “ea 
fives said Florence Anne Burns to assume another 
risa 4,985 hame, to wit: Florence Anne Lindsay: and 
teen-agers 18,309 | it having appeared to the Court that she 
debtors 146 7178 has complied with wall the ee Md 
’ Statute R.S 2A: et. seq. anc the 

ri Court being kg ih ereof. and that there 
witnesses ood are no veasorabls lohjactions thereto: - 
relatives 14,8 It is on this 22nd day of January, 1958, 

; adjudged that Florence Anne Burns, an in- 
marital 25,602 fant, = and is aren authorised to assume 
stockholders 277,842 the name of Florence Anne Lindsay from 

5 and after February 23, 1958. and that within 
real estate 19, 68: 10 days hereof said plaintiff cause a a 
aa of this judgment to be published, and within 
lease breakers = 38, 502 | 20 pre MeKGe she file and peated the com- 
technical kidnappings 6,275 | piaint, judgment and — = puuliention 
: sith the Essex County Clerk and a certifiec 
love swindlers 10, 214! coma of this petneat with the Secretary of 
mnesi 4/ State, pursuant to the provisions of the 
a : —_ 184 | statui tes ' such ¢ rey made and provided 
heirs 14,911 | s LEXANDER P. W ate H 
miscellaneous | “e756 


OHN A. PATRICK, JR. 
JOHN ar PATRICK, JR., Attorney 
146 First Street | 
Elizabeth 1, N. J. | 
10 Jan. 9, 16, 23. 30, Feb. 6 I 


ESTATE 
ceased 
Pursuant 
FOLEY, JR., 
Essex, 
the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- 
ed. notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, 
under oath 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, 
will be forever barred from ting o 

severering the same against the subscriber. 


December 30. 
W. SAMSON, 


Dated 1957 


EDWARD de- 


the order of ADRIAN M. 
Surrogate of the County of 
this day made, on the application of 


OF 


to 


to exhibit to the subscriber 
or affirmation, their claims and 
or they 


prosecu or 


NAL, THURSDAY, JANUARY 30, 1958 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 

TAKE NOTICE THAT, the undersigned Dated: December 27, 1957 
will apply to the Essex County Court, Court}; ESTATE OF EDWAKD HODECKER, q.. 
House, Newark, New Jersey, on the Sth day ceased. | 
of February, 1958, at 2 P. M. for a judgment Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
authorizing Mary Elizabeth Hook and Patsy| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the Co 
Ann Hook, to asume the names of Mary/ Essex, this day made, on the appiicat e 
Elizabeth Duranto and Patricia Ann Duraaoto.| the undersigned, Executor of said de | 

MARY ELIZABETH HOOK, Individu-| notice is hereby given to the credit 
ally and as natura! Guardian said deceased, to exhibit 1 
of Patricia Ann Hook, an Infant. under oath or affirmation, im. 

JEROME H. SCHER, ESQ. demands against the estate of said dee 
11 Commerce Street within six months from this date, or 
Newark 2, New Jersey will be forever barred from prosecuting 
L.J Jan. 9, 16, 23, 30 $10.08] recovering the same against the subseribe, 

FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMP«a 
seleeacein SAMUEL ROESSLER, Attorney 
e a i ‘ Mar *lace 
| TAKE NOTICE, that the undersigned will | placa NJ. 

apply to the Essex County Court on the 19th/ | jy --Jan. 2. 9, 16, 23. 30 
| day of February 1958, at Two o'clock in | 
| the afternoon, at the Court House in the | Meted= a e 
I City of Nev " erse ) yment | ated January ¢ 

ith Boge lige oy See : te iames of | a OF Bt wey ox vost 2 

t yAV NDLER d ES | known as NICHOLAS YAVORSK { 
a UIAE BANULER cmctinie” | TECH. MICKOLAL JAWORSKI was 
BE R NARD DAVID SCHMUKLER | TECH, NICHOLAS MARTECH, \ 
TELLE LOUISE SCHMUKLER | YAWORSKY, MIKE MARTE , 

NATHAN “ROTHENBERG, Esq | YAWORSKI, NICHOLAS Y.) MEI 
| meses TaEe | and NICHOLAS Y. MARTECH, de 

| Pursuant w the order of ADRIAN ¥ 

| 6. 13 $10.71 | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County o 
| : = Essex, this day made, on the applicati 
(Poets » = LIS ; the undersigned, Administrator of said d 
| se teppei F. SANDS, deceased. | ed, notice 1s hereby given to the credit 
Sees _ E OF § <— o. seonnte | Sid deceased, to exhibit to the subsecri 
lat dee oath Sher ~~ o akee wee | under oath or affirmation, their claims an 

we ‘and Test seca TA ° SANDS. | demands against the estate of sald decease; 
; ates will =a audited : id. stated by the | within six months from this date, or the 

ry iit ae gail SeoaeeRAr cee eetamcin$ bas the | will be forever barred from prosecuting & 
“acest Gocues PSs Dechals Si eed pa recovering the same against the subscriber 
| Tuesday, the 11th day of March next i | eenaaie Ges Mer rence 
| Dated: January 14, 1958 1176 Libert ateaadl ene 
| JOHN SCHWENCK, 8R Hilide Ns 
RICHARD OTTO, Attorney Ligon : Jan. 9. 16. 23. 30. Feb. 6 
510 Broad Street | ats Wb Se adie gs < 
Newark 2, N. J | ry 
L.J.—Jan. 23, 30, Feb. 6, 13, 20 | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

| DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Dated: January 15. 1958 | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ESTATE OF JAMES BLESS WILDRIC K, | Greeting these presents may com 
deceased “+ joe . - . _ 

Vursuant to the order of ADRIAN M |, pega wie argh hse ae fe oe é 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County o! | aes Bea ry eo iat fa : d elation ag pis 
Essex, this day made, on the application of fs tt vclithsenstteR oes si i Or al ee 
the undersigned. Executor of said deceased |)? 4 so "“Seacnitaa amie 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | Ho! . DE NNY RE ALTY CORP. 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber : tion of thi ” Stat whiiie 0s 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims and pF hed ari seat i ae No. 852 Broadw 
demands against the estate of said deceased | f°). ‘Cire, Ae acca Canes ef Vite S 
within six months from this date, or they) Grate of New Jeracy (leving Gmaviee ? et fl 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | \ 0; the agent therein and in charge t! pho fe 
recovering the same against the subscriber pen hha apagets eee eee eS a 

W. DEANE PRUDEN | upon whom process may _be Served) 
WILBUR M. RUSH. Attorney | complied with the requirements of Ti 
111 W. Wahinningt ives | Corporations, General, of Revised St ft 
Waahlgcton. (Nv 5 - - lof New Jerse preliminary to the N 
L.J cy 92 30 Feb. 6. 13. 20 |} of this Certif te of Dissolution. tat 
‘ <3, 0 eb. 6, 13, 2 NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
ated: December 27. 1087 State of the State of New Jersey, Do I 
eda: 2 eT af Jot | ( t sak < 
ESTATE OF LUDWIG PROSCH, deceased | Thirty-irst day of December, 1987, fe 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| my office a duly executed and attested conse: = 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of| in writing to the dissolution of said en 
Essex, this day made, on the application of| joration, executed by all the stockhold ¢ 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | thereof, which said consent and the ree 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of/ of the proceedings aforesaid are now on 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subseriber| i, my said office as provided by law 
under oath or affirmation, their claime and . IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
demands against the estate of said deceased, have hereto set my 
within six months from this date, or they fixed my official seal, 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or this Thirty-first day 
recovering the same against the subscriber./ (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hund 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION and fifty-seven. 

DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
744 Broad Street Secretary of State. — 
Newark 2, N. . ? L.J.—Jan. 16, 23, 30 $21¢ 
L.J.—Jan. 9, 16, 23, 30, Feb. 6 

Dated January 15, 1958 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ESTATE OF HARRY J. ARNOLD, deceased DEPARTMENT OF STATE — 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ple 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of| 7o all to whom these presents may com , 
Essex, this day made, on the application | Greeting: a ; 
of the undersigned, Executrix of said de- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction . 
ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors} by duly authenticated record of the proce 
of said deceased, to exhibit to the subsecriber| inxs for the voluntary dissolution ther 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | 0) the unanimous consent of all the ated 
demands against the estate of said deceased, | holders, deposited in my office that 
within six months from this date, or they _ SOLPE CORP. INC. : 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or| # corporation of this State, whose pri: 
recovering the same against the subscriber. | Office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Stre 

MARY 8S. ARNOLD in the City of Newark, County of Ess 

RIKER, EMERY & DANZIG, Attorneys State of New Jersey (Louis K. Pre 

744 Broad Street being the agent therein and in charge therm 

Newark 2, N. J upon whom process may be served), i 
L.J.—Jan. 23, 30. Feb. 6. 13. 20 complied with the requirements of Title 14 : 
Corporations, General, of Revised Stato“ ne 
Dated: January 15, 1958|0f New Jersey, preliminary to the ‘ssuim Ww 

ESTATE OF HAROLD A. GOING, deceased | 0f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| _ NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Her 
Essex, this day made, on the application of | “ertify that the said corporation did, on So 
the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- | Thirty-first day of December, 1957. fle 9 
ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors of | ™Y office a duly executed and attested co theran? 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber| in writing to the dissolution of szi the 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | poration, executed by all the stock 
demands against the estate of said decea thereof, which said consent and the 7 
within six months from this date, or they | °f the proceedings aforesaid are now on 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or| i" my said office as provided by 1: ; 
recovering the same against the subscriber. IN TESTIMONY WHE , 

BENJAMIN POTOKER have hereto set my hand Re 
BENJAMIN POTOKER, Attorney fixed my official seal, at : 
17 Academy Street this Thirty-first day of De i 
Newark 2 J (Seal) peo ae one thousand nine hus 
L.J Jan. 23, 30. Feb. 6, 13, 20 and fifty-seven , 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, ewe 
Dated: January 15, 1958 Secretary of State. - 
ESTATE OF MARG ‘SRET ENDLER, de-| )..J.—Jan. 16, 23, 30 $2 s 

ceased , 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.} STATE OF NEW JERSEY , 
FOLEY. JR., Surrogate of the County of DEPARTMENT OF STATE : 
Essex, this day made, on the application of CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLTTION 
the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas-| To ail to whom these presents may coMi—y. 
ed. notice is hereby given to the creditors of Greeting 


said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber 

nnder oath or affirmation, their claims and 

jemands against the estate of said deceased, 

within six months from this date, or the» 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the snbacriber. 
FREDERICK J. FARRELL 

JOSEPH W. KAPP, Attorney 

1673 Spri ro. Avenue 

Maplewood, 

L.J 


Jan. 23. Feb. 


Lo 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
1ll to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
luly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the volnntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
UNEEDA CLEANING & DYEING CO., INC. 
a _ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1460 Chestnut Street, 


To 


by 


in the Township of Hillside, County of Un- 
ion, State of New Jersey (Sam Klasner. 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may served), has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of January. 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 














thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
; this Twentieth day of January. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
.J.——Jan. 23, 30. Feb. 6 $21.60 


WHEREAS, 
by duly authenticated record 
ings for the voluntary 
by the = een of all 
present, 

MILLBURN- SHORT HIL 
COMMITTEE 

a corporation of this State, 

with all the requirements of 
porations and Associations 

tevised Statutes of 1937, 


the 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, th 


State of the State of New Jersey, 


Certify that the said corporat 
Seventh day of January, A.D., 


my office a duly executed and att 
the dissolution 


in writing te 
poration, which said consent 


of the Lee a aforesaid are now 0% > 
as provided br a 
TESTIMONY WHEREO! 


in my said o 


IN 


fice 


have hereunto set my hand 


It appears to my satis 


dissolutior 


Not 
preli 
issuing of this certificate of dis 





of the 





mem De 
IVIC 


LS ( 


has 
Title 








retary | 

Do Ber 

ion a d, 02 
58 


e Se 








sai 
the ° 








and 














fixed my Official Seal, at Tre id of 
this Seventh day of January. 4: IN 
(Seal) Nineteen hundred and fifty 2 hare 
EDWARD J. PATTEN Sxeq 
Secretary of State. ‘ th 
L.J.—Jan. 16, 23, 30, Feb. 6 § A 





















NOTICE TO WHOM IT MA 
TAKE NOTICE that 104 S 
NUE REALTY LIMITED, 








li imited partnership association 
with Title 42. Chapter 3. 












Arti 





y 






nership association of the Stat 

Jersey, by unanimous vote i 2. 

value of interest in said limi Tl 
wiation have voted to 















14 of the Limited Partners 
Act, Revised Statutes of N 
and said limited partners 
from the date hereof is 


ceased to carry on its business 
as may be required for the 
up thereof. 
104 SEVENTH 
LIMITED 
NATHAN TURESKY. 
24 ares Street. 
Newark 2 
ATED: JANU ARY 7, 1958 
we ewe 16, 23, 30, Feb. 6, 


AVENTE 


New Jersey 
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spina cams SE SE LETTS NT AT TA A 2 a EL EET Le ESTA A 
ao a LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
= _ STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: January 15, 1958 Dated: January 8, 1958 STATE OF NEW JERSEY per ated: January 9, 1958 
‘i DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF FRANK A. BLASI, decased | ESTATE OF BLANCHE W. McGILL, de- DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF MORRIS NEWMAN, deceased 
; CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. ceased CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION _Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
: 5 To all to whom these presents may come.| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| 7. ail to whom these presents may come,| ULEY, JK., Surrogate of the County of 
~e | jreeting: Essex, this day made, on the application of | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of Greeting: Essex, this day made, on the application of 
7 WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, | Essex, this day made, on the application of WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | the undersigned, Administratrix of said de- 





authenticated record of the proceed- | avtice is hereby given to the creditors of| the undersigned, Executors of said deceased,| py duly autkeaticated record of the proceed- ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
r the voluntary dissolution thereof .aid deceased, to exhibit to the subseribers| notice is hereby given to the creditors of| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
the unanimous consent of all the stock- |; under vath or affirmation, their claims and/| said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers| py the unanimous consent of all the stock- under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
ers, deposited in my office that jemands against the estate of said deceased, | under oath or affirmation, their claims and | holders, deposited in my office that demands against the estate of said deceased, 
LTA TELEVISION SERVICE, INé within six months from this date, or they | demands against the estate of said deceased, PLASTIC JEWEL COMPANY, INC. within six months from this date, or they 
rporation of this State, whose principal | will be forever barred from prosecuting or| within six months from this date, or they] a corporation of this State, whose principal | Will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
is situated at aa, 309 Palisade recovering the same against re subscribers. | will be forever bar from prosecuting or | office is situated at No. $0 Washington Street, | "ecevering the Same against the subscriber. 
Borough of Cliffside Park, Cé HARRY 0. BLASI | recovering the same nst the subscribers. in the Town of West Offinge, County of Essex, __.. DOROTHY NEWMAN 
f Mew Jersey Aug ANNETTE N COLAN ITA THE A {ANHATTAN BANK ate of New Jersey (Harry A. Ganser, | MILTON c. YARROW, Attorney 

CARL ABRUZZESE, Attorney MceGILL eing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 744 Broad Street 
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lt & 4 . 
whom 605 Broad ‘SEN & |} upon whom process may be served), has Newark 2, N. J. ‘ us 3 13 
ie ynplied with Newark 2 | complied with the requirements of Title 14. L.J.—Jan. 16, 23, 30, Feb. 6, 16 
rporations, L J Feb. 6 0 | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes # F's fs 
New Jerse of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing sUuP Bn ag HAN.) . 243 
suing of this Cer é Il » a= pea ae eae L.J > I 6, 15 | of this Certificate of Dissolution. a ms To  aieruhemeacts 
SOW, THEREFORE, tary of fi Oy BE —————_—_———- — —| NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of | SUPERIOR COURT OF SEO Ce 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do He ret ERTIFI “ATE OF DISS LUTION STATE OF NI W JERSEY | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby |, °'*)) ERY : oe Xeni 
that the said corporation did, on t Se eit si ates DEPARTMENT OF STATE | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | TY. DOCKET owe eee 
irst day of December, 1957, fil 7 all to whom these presents may come, ‘ ERTIF I c FE DISSOLUTION lp ir day of December, 1957, file in Marion and Ardena Turner, Executors and 
a duly executed and attested « Greeting ty r > Bieta | ffice a d Set ccleaaiiaiiad attes ons Trustees of Harry Housel, deceased, Plain- 
3 I : ii 0 whom sents may come, | my office a duly executed and attested consent Pt <i nt Doughty and Virgini 
x riting to the dissolution of s WH s Sa ecaccion | 1m writing to the dissolution of said cor- | D sakes “hy hae D rane ‘ents +5 E recutl > 
a tion executed by all the c hope It ¢ y satisfaction, | poration, executed by all the stockholders ls stay eh fo M Restos d Preauines Stic 
ao x, Wi — said bh it , a ge ry it [, which said consent and the record | ao me Ss — ‘nen ai sige ae Rees 
eal t proce ngs aforesaic f ail t : ¢ * edings aforesaid are now ile | a3 ! e€ ol BVOVE MLAS . 
ceas . sata offi 2 os os wide i 5 1y office tha at pe cae fnid office as provided by pe on file | execution, to me directed, I shall expose fe r 
iN TESTIMONY we LLWORK ' 1 Teens Wanner, 1] = be Felts tee Se ae 
have hereto set my : ERS! “¥ a AMUS he e he reto set my hand and af- | fourth day of February next, at 1:30 P.M 
— 415 - 60tL s 5S fixed Bn official Sent = sar | (prevailing time), all that certain tract or 
S Tov ork, Coun N — ‘ Thirty-first ; day be hagas | parcel of land and premises situate, lying 
5 State Louis L. Cronso A = coe ee rene eee ad ing in tm City of Newark, Essex 
EN g F in charge thereof | County, New Jersey 
. b harge ther be E DW Pbk tb J. P } Beginni ng at a point on the westerly 
891 ¢ ments of Title u s : cere wierd A I ‘e 9) gq | sie of Gray street 175 feet north of the 
zy wr of Revised Statutes Saar. eee sic digit u westerly corner of Orange anc ray 
ae e — \. For sinary t the issuing a en ae running thence (1) westerly and 
OF NEW JERSEY f this Cert Dissolution f this C ; STATE OF NEW JERS! with Orange street 100 feet; thence 
1? fy red pM pes Y N v4 W I, the Secretary . NC Ww THER! E ; ; DI PARTMENT OF STA rE ; j (3 oo = ss oa lle 
R SSOL : State “W ey, Do Heret Rca ici pdeta - CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 50 feet: thence erly 
t om these presents may « ertify th n did b> PnsR ge Brcko a To all to whom these presents may come, parallel with Or street ~~ feet 
that s Greeting: t he said westerly si ‘ wray 8 ree and 
- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | thence = southerly along — the 
| by duly authenticated record of the proceed street 50 feet to the 
g : |} ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof inning. Reing known 
3 by the unanimous consent of all the stock- No. 40-42 Gray street 
: holders, deposited in my office that : : } 
é UNION CENTER REAL ESTATE & feing the same prenusem conveyed fos 
INVESTMENT CO., INC = — of oe bee a ee 
orporation of this State ose principal re second part by deed datec é 9, 195 
o “ace te pauated at X , "x ; poner gnc any and this mortgage being given to secure & 
% s i in the Township of Union, County of Union, | P@' * ; oa ors ssh vii t pie the Judg 
wr } Z , ay State of New Jersey (Jo in B Higgins cts Hh soem 4 Pr aponee cites tae a sie 
: ay being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | ry bad The sedges The Ht - hea: csae Fi tt 
Ty A ian | upon whom process may be served), has] Q). ‘J shaper thle enc ih 0 a0) 
r EI My ABI + Seat compli ed with the requirements of Title 14 Nir ad Dolls asp 7Pe Sixty Cents ($8,; 359.60 
$21.60} 1.4 Sant TAeTOn $21.60 | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes acts ats ba > "J ising 7 
a t Certifi f Dissolution eer 5 aa . 1G. eh" lof New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | ewark Ae manera: : 
38 N THEREFORE, I. the Secre f : : - | of this Certificate of Dissolution. De Muro. At 
tat the State of New Jersey, D ATE OF NEW JERSEY | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of a ‘ - 30 — torney., aa 
that the said corp ( t SHERIFF'S SALE DEP Af ‘TM E Y 1 STATI | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | = bs 
f IO} CERTIFICATE OF NISSOLUTION | that the said corporation did, on the | — > a 
i] —_ ss s SSEY.| To all to w Sey these ts may come, | t day of December, 1957, file in | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
e said cor- | CHAN(¢ Ty Greeting | a duly executed and attested consent | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
conse kholders | DOCK et M.| WHEREAS, It appea section | writing to the dissolution of said cor- | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
rid n¢ r€ 4 v P] Calvi xy duly authenticated r the proceed- ration, executed by all the stockholders | 7, all to whom these presents may come 
cho > w et Exeeution for gs for the voluntary -_ ion thereot | thereof, which said consent and the record| (¢jreeting: 
. ree WHE Es |S by the unanimous cor t of a the stock i the proceedings aforesaid are now on file WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
Q I J I v 1 ted writ f | holders, deposited in 1 t t my said office as provided by law by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
oa ” t ) ose for RAMSEY STATES } IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1) ings for the jluntary dissolution thereof 
F renton S Pp R B-16 tie ration of this S . | have hereto set my hand and af- by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
a i s , t t w 1 Tues ated at N 89 } fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | holders, deposited in my office that 
T oe Rite cacan re > cig nt ary 1 at 1:30 f Cl ft on Th pe os of ie ee SCOTT MOTOR SALES, INC. 
was) ! seve P.M prevailing ‘ € wing y Jerse (Seal) ) ne ousank nine jundrec |} qa corporation of this State, whose principa 
a EDW ARD PATTEN tract arcel land nises her therein | and fifty-seven office in aituated at No. 161 East Biackhec! 
ecretary of State. oe fter particularly des sit C process se | EDWARD J. PATTEN, Street, in the Town of Dover, County of Mo: 
16, 23, 30 21.06 xz in the ¢ ‘ New arth Ess the req | Secretary of State. ris, State of New Jersey (Irving Youngelson 
— ( New 1 Genera Pia Jan. 23, 30, Feb. 6 $21.60 r the agent therein and in charge thereof 
$21 ST ATE OF NEW JERSEY ed y, pre r | aes whom process may be seavea has 
—_—. PARTMENT OF STATE Beg g at a point t sterly lin s Certificate of I r ee . 1 the requirements of Title 14 
IFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Hedden terrace ther 1 thous NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | STATE OF NEW JERSEY General, of Revised Statut 
chom these presents ma cor fifty feet southeriy f the corner | State of the State of New Do Heret DEPARTMENT OF STATE | preliminary t the issuing 
; n F id f t ters f the southe Certify t said the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION lution. 
ION ( t “ t ] ’ 7 le ts To. ol whom these presents may cage, , the Secretary of 
1 te s mint | gz so t in consent u FING erst re} 
¢ : t 20 as sr e P : WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction a eo - ro 
isfact : : , rf te t d and Saba a jore | bY duly authenticated record of the proceed nbe file in 
rocee nosited ir y running est long © | thereof aid jj ines for the v : disso webs thereof d att d consent 
sre ‘IN RE ALTY | “COR POR ATION y é said Lot No. 2 , ired f the s afor file | Dy the unanimous « of all the stock lutior said cor 
he ator Ss ricoh ne: bk fifteen feet and ninet ir one hn ' ges . | holders deposited in my office that } the stockholders 
t s. t,t ftp € “ ty f TESTIMON VHEREO! | ‘ ANDLEWOOD — HOM s IN( | consent and the recor 
: wig have heret t i : aforesaid are now on f 
" Said I a thence fixed my offi Trenton provided by law 
in. and in ‘eee cat Je Peppy this Thirt ecember ae CAtiahin ean n. | TIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
ge ) process may be Sea A.D ‘ i | have hereto set my hand aun af 
ve ith th e requirem 8 t ind = fifty-sev and in charge the tixed my official sea at Trei' on 
T { seneral, of Revised s e of ace: and thence EDWARD J process may be served), has thin ‘Phirty-Srat dav of Daceahe: 
iminary to the | 7"! . same Atty feet Secretary of with the requirements of Title 14.) (o.41) Ap one thousand nine hundre 
as th Dissolution t ” nning 7 ' ry lan. 16. 23 £21.60 rporations General, of Revised Statutes and fifty-seven 
SOW. THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary g | as fen ge ee eT EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Seas } ¢ ¢ ns rae } rra Sey —s - . . this ertincate of 18 10 | °P eta ‘ 7 
ot e State of New Jersey, Do nt of the Judgment a ATE OF NEW JERSEY NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | , Bhp iia OG Pie $91.60 
= - ~ sfie 1 sa s the sur EPARTMENT ¢ YL ATT of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | che eee oe Pesaro? 
oe ofl * I sand Seventy Tw I) ars ar ‘ RTIFICATE OF PASS TION that the said corpora on = | : ae 
A gpeee a <  - : I a) ( ts ($5.072.21 togethe wit T a te whom these : t may ome ir first day of December, file } ¥ : : = Dated Ja n lary 2 1958 
rat . : : : t sts of this sale etnies $f =< fastens | my office a duly executed and attested consent | EST aoe OF OTTO EMIL LOHRKE, de 
' y Basa January 1 1958 KREAS, it tistaction. | in writing to the dissolu tion of said cor- ceaset 
o the taal resaid are now op file 1UFFS, Sher by duly authentic > proceed- oration, alan ited by all the stockholders Pursuant , Psa order of a _ 
5 as provided by law = 7 Att Sf gee Mag ; , id ¢ ati | thereof, which said ¢ (consent and the record | FOLEY, . a . maeeere ~ the cenaien < 
t TIMONY WHEREOF ’ 2 ) b. 6 & 7 ne unanimous - ) | of the proceedings re said are now on file Essex, this day ma¢ e, on the application o 
x oD WG =o holders, deposited I : my said office as poten rh by law | the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
my hand and a ’ = : -| MANOR MOTOR E. INC. | IN TIMONY WHEREOF. 1| notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
: eel at Ere 4 r or e principgy have reto set my hand and af- | Said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
: sand i j I ICATE OF REDUCTION ‘ petite in | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | under osth or affirmation, ee = 
, ‘APITAL OF ae gen this Thirty-first day of December. | demands against the estate of sa d decea : 
PATTEN LIBERTY PHARMACY : pr any Seal) A.D., ne thousand nine hundred | within six months from this date, or they 
F a . : t os orir 1 fF irs and fifty-seven will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
He , State a R is 60 I I i 9 NX EDWARD J. PATTEN recovering the same against the subscribers 
ee ks eet iaicidad Neatelaee af Siala THE NATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX 
eas cae oe Si rh; : nt) ‘idee LJ Jan “4 Feb e £21.60 | Brg Rg at ME NEWARK 
$2 ATE OF NEW JERSEY ‘ ey Rs =) ¢ ETDALIA F } OHRKE 
a PARTMENT OF STATE pepe sc tata hrs las ; : tior —o ae: ———————] RICHARD HARDIE THIELE, Attorney 
ERs RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ; dhcteggle phat : t Secretary of STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 173 Maplewood Avonu 
os whom these presents may come ¥therty Pi macy nisod Je 9 Hereb; DEPARTME OF STATE _ | a Newood, Nod. : 
oTION reeti ; i npe ions © the a of lid, on the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | 1 Jan. 9. 16, 23, 30, Feb. 6 
may comin. AS, It appears to my satisfaction New J > CERTIFY that | SF e fed To all to whom these presents may come — - 
h ated record of the proceed i, Sie tT tors and ested consent | Greeting . . | TAKE NOTICE that Henry sp pea ! 
r tary dissolution thereof | . eo witt f aid cor- | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ndividually and as guardian 
7 n s sent of all the stock : ders | by duly authenticated record of the proceed Mezzaluna and Roger F. Mezzaluna 
sited in my office that aT has | record | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ang Antoinette I ndividually, 
3 TASBILL CORP. re f on aa | hy the unanimous consent of all the stock-| wn yy to the Essex Co Court on the 
0 f , is Stat . principa 9 apital ha ad by Ww. j? lders, deposited in my office that lav of February ¢ at ten o'clock 
civic on Place the - VHEREOE 1] TRILON, INC forenoon, at ise in the Cits 
‘ ) ze i Stock <« ane rp on of this State, whose principal f Newark. € and State of 
ee me 4} t ated t 210 Main Street. | New Jerse authorizing 
> thereof + tins *k, Medel, of Bergen them to assume ' f ory Masey 
served), has 1 Stat b Jersey (Walter W. Gehringer Alfred H Masey, toger F Masey and 
of Title aS: 1 ESS said Corpora ! being the agent therein and rid charge thereof. | (ntuinette Masev. respectively : 
1 at Statute ae pee ¢ ss DWA RD J. PATTED 1pon whom process may be servedy, has ZALUNA. individua 
reliminary to the lanatne vy its P cans d Secretary of State |; complied with the requirements of Title 14. | un of ALFRED H 
fica of Dissolution. AeS ne affixed t J Jan. 16, 23, 30 $21.60 | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | and ROG ER F 
IEREFORE., I, the Secretary of December. 1$ — | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing , NJ nfant 
: 1f New Jersey, Do Hereby LIBERTY PH. ARMACY STATE OF NEW c f this Certificate of Dissolution AN aaien TT! MI ZZAI UNA 
he said corporatien did, on the | ( te [ HORNYAK. Pres DEPARTMENT OF S ; NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | ALBERT I. SIMPSON 
ay f December, 1957. file in Ss PELOSF, Sec'’y CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Attorney for Plaintiffs 
y executed and attested consent | STA O} 1 To all to whom there presente may come,| Certify that the said corporation did, on the 1900 Stuyvesant Avenue 
the dissolution of said cor- ; aria Greeting | Thirty-first day of December, 1957, file in | Unio few Jersey 
by all the stockholders UNT} ) WwW HE RE: It appears t \ tisfaction my office @ duly executed and attested consent 3 Tan. 23. 30. Feh. 6. 13 $15.75 
consent and the record I + ine i ord t proceed- | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- —_—__—_——— 
aforesaid are td on file One the v¥ thereof | poration, executed by all the stockholders | NOTICE 
as provided by la N H lred hef | anim the stock- | thereof. which said consent and the record | Destructi¢ n of ) 
TESTIMONY WHE REOF, I | suhseriher S | ders, deposited of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | ar apers Filed in ) 
Teto set my 1 af- f New ally anneare ee STEPH. DAL 1, AR T : a n my said office as provided by law. | the Former Supreme Court ) 
| official seal, at Trenton, | EN I FRE! D ) PE LOSE. who. | 2_corporat of * va IN| TESTIMONY WHEREOF, || Former Court of Chancery > ) 
irtr-first day of December rs a csimennittiamaal . i I Boule- have hereto set my hand and af-| Former Prerogative Court the ) 
ne thousand nine hundred | in the wit! 1 re r ye | ir f Es- fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | former Appeals ) 
fifty-seven | ackr ig s sealed and at ert I Hood this Thirty-first day of December : pursuant to se¢ 
WARD J. PATTEN, | deliver h untarr act 1e rge thereof Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred Laws of 1957 
tory of State. : Aa -coaiael i purposes therein | r} e gery has and fifty-seven. 1958, orders wil! 
16, 23. 30 £21.60 | complied nt f Title 14 EPWARD J. PATTEN, Justice of the 
OND DWYER } Corporat Statutes Secretary of State. | to authorize the destruction 
ween IT MAY CONCERN: 4 Master of the Sunerior Court of N.J f New ssuing | 1.7 Jan. 23, 30, Feb. 6 $21.60 r or recording any copies 
"E that LUVELL E REALTY STATE OF NEW TERSFY ? ~ t sic pleadings and other papers 
mites vinawalnins aelatic DEP AT OF Ss TE NOW e § tary of the former Supreme Conrt. 
- s a ne ed ee the os strates be Joh State of | State of the State of New Jerse Do Hereby} = Dated January 13, 1958 of Chancery. the former 
© and vated af tateroad’ in maid . - Sie io hereby Certify that the | Certify that lid the ESTATE OF JEANETTE HOLDER, deceased ) and the former Court of 
rally aesobiation have voted io | £ a te Deuce ame sae Caemeiiaa te ¢ | Thirty-first f mb 57, file in! Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. Appeals in which no interlocutory 
limited partnership cnanclasinn'l Rednet o geciaeet ne | my office a duly executed and attested consent | FOLEY. JR.. Surrogate of the County of judgment, order or decree has beer 
with Title 42. Chapter 3. | LIRERTY PHARMACY | iy ng to the dissolntior f said cor- | Essex, this day made, on the application of sateeed and in wl ich no papers have been 
tion 14 of the Limited Partner- | and th» endorsements thereon. as the same | f execnted by all the st ders | the undersigned, Executor of said, deceased, | filed for at least seven years 
n Act. Revised Statutes of « take fr and eomnpared witl the | which said consent 1 the record | aotice is hereby given _to the creditors of Any person desiring “that the p'eadings or 
¥. 1937. and said limited partner- | or al filed in fice the Fifteenth | of the ‘proceedi ngs aforesai d now on file said deceased, to exhibit ve the subscriber | « ther papers in tienlar eanse not be 
tion tema te Gate berect Se a aan waa Te | in my s@id office as inder oath or affirmation, their claims and / destroyed. shall notify in writing the Clerk 


REOF 1 | demands against the estate of said deceased, | of the Supreme Court or the Clerk of the 
i and af-| within six months from this date, or they| Superior Court. as the case may be, by 
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IN TESTI MONY 


have hereto set my ha 


therein 


WHEREOF T 





nd has ceased to carry on its a gor 
Pt so far as may. be rennired IN 







| 
ecretas ‘fi ng up thereof rve herennto set my hand and af- fixed my official sea t will be forever barred from prosecuting or) March 2rd, 1958. identifying the particn’ar 
5o _E REALTY LIMITED. fixed mv Official Seal at Trenton this Thirtr-first day of D recovering same against the subscriber. | canse by name and docket number 
a \THAN TURESKY. SECRETARY Sea thie Fifteent day of January | /Seal) A.D., one thousand nir ed sd L LESTER HOLDER JOHN H. GILDEA, 
y Commerce Street, Room 526 4D. 1058 } and fifty-seven. | KESSLER & “KESSLER, Attorneys | Clerk of the Supreme Conrt 
og SHRrr, Newark 2. New Jersey | FDWARD J. PATTEN } EPWARD J. PATTE? | 80 Mulberry Street | I. GRANT SCOTT. 
a ): JANUARY 7, 1958 \ Seeretaru of State | Secretary of State | Newark 2, N. J. | Clerk of the Snperior Court 
"an. 18. 93. 30. Feb 6.13. 20 $22.32!'r7 y 93 30. Feb. 6 $36.96 Ld Jan. 18. 23. 20 $21.69. L.J Jan. 16, 23. 30. Feb. 6. 13 fe Jan. 16. 23, 30 £17.76 
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Temporary Assignment Order 


SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY 

ORDERED that in addition to 
their regular assignments, the 
following judges are assigned 
temporarily as follows: 

Week of February 3, 1958 

excluding February 7 

Judge Vito A. Concilio to the 
Essex County Court; 

Judge Lester A. Drenk to the 
Union County Court, including 
February 7; 

Judge Joseph Halpern to the 
Middlesex County Court; and 

Judge William P. Tallman to 
the Essex County Court. 

Week of February 10, 1958, 
excluding February 12 and 14 
Judge Vito A. Concilio to the 

Essex County Court; and 

Judge William P. Tallman to 

the Essex County Court. 


Essex Weekly Call 


JANUARY 31, 








PRIDAY, 1958 
312, 608 O4, 720, O77, 1403, 1758 1867 
aoe foregoing Superior Court and ¢ ! 
‘ourt Cases. will be called before A 
+» Alexander P. Waugh, Room 
at 9:30 A.M and will be su 





t down for trial 


ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 








NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mlichell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys only 














Week of February 17, 1958, 
excluding February 21 

Judge Philip R. Gebhardt to 
the Essex County Court; 

Judge Edward V. Martino to 
the Union County Court, includ- 
ing February 21; and 

Judge William P. Tallman to 
the Essex County Court. 

Week of February 24, 1958, 
excluding February 28 

Judge Vito A. Concilio to the 
Essex County Court; 

Judge Philip R. Gebhardt to 
the Essex County Court; 

Judge Edward V. Martino to 
the Union County Court, includ- 
ing February 28; and 

Judge William P. Tallman to 
the Essex County Court. 

s/ JOSEPH WEINTRAUB 
C. J. 
Dated: January 27, 1958. 


Villanova Establishes N. J. 
Practice Course 


Dean Harold Gill Reuschlein 
of the Villanova University 
School of Law, this week an- 
nounced the establishment of a 
course in New Jersey Practice to 
be given in the Spring Semester 


|of each year. The course will be 
|given by Thomas Brady, of the 


New Jersey Bar and a member 


|of the 1956 class of the Villanova 


University School of Law Mr. 
'Brady is associated with the 
firm of Milton, McNulty and 


Augelli, of Jersey City, New Jer- | 


sey. 


Announcement 


Patrick J. Gahan has moved 
his law offices to 744 Broad St., 
Newark 2. 





Certainly! Let her phone 


will be shipped prepaid in 


on orders received by noon 





in the data, and your 


NEW CORPORATION OUTFIT 


*with exclusive self-filing drawer 


5 HOURS! 


(or, ready for pick-up by 2 P.M.) 


Service that only a manufacturer can give 


* Stock and 
Transfer Ledger 

¢ #0 Corporate 
Desk Seal 

¢ 3-Ring Minute Books 
with Booster and 
Rag Content Bond 
Minute Paper 

* Book of Beauti- 
fully Lithographed 
COPYRIGHTED 
Stock Certificates 

¢ indestructible, 
Heavy Duty 
Lift-Top Box 


MINUTES 


4 Different Outfits, Starting at 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE 





45° 


Quality made for beauty and endurance 


OFFICE 
SUPPLY CO. 


502 HIGA STREET » NEWARK, N. J. 





Also Available: 
° *Reinforced Drawer, 
$2.00 additional 
* Gold Lettering on All 
Books, at $1.00 


¢ Printed Minutes 
at $1.00 

* Pocket Seal, at 
$1.25 additional 





; Announcement | 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING ' 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED | 


‘> 


Samuel S. Cohen has formed| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
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the undersigned, Executrix of said d 

| notice ts hereby given to the creditors of 
| said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
| ander oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of sald decemeed, | 
| within six months from this date, or they 
vill be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 





CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager | 
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Essex, this day made, on the application of th 





the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | 
































under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, | 
within six months from this date, or they 
will he forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. | 
JEANETTE DeCAMP 
FREI CK W. PeCAMP, JR., Attorney | 
20 R Avenu j 
Mort es X. 2 
Lt 0, Feb. ¢ 20, 27 | Lawyers. 
} wy 
ESTA OF SAR gyi Ise EXIMERSON, Elz, le TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 
—— 2tWMUECn OF NEW JERSEY 
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x Surrogate of the County of 

Kes is day made, on the application of 

the a Executor of said deceased. « } 

tte given to the creditors of | TITLES INSURED 

aaid de neaced to exhibit to the subse riber 

inder oath or affirmation, their claims and THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 


deceased, 

or they 

r barred from prosecuting or 

same against the subscriber. 
8. GAY, 


jemands agwinst the estate of said 
i from this date, 


on the Certification 
of Authorized Attorneys 








A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 


Serving New Jersey « Organized 1928 
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Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 


CampeN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @® New BRUNSWICK 
PatrersoN @ RIVERSIDE © Toms River @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7878 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 
























